hightighte 


Soon, your 
AGENCY 
must  take 
ACTION. 

In 

SUMMARY: 
on  the 

EFFECTIVE  DATE 
of  April  1, 1977, 
preambles  for  proposed  and 
final  rules  must  be  clear,  concise, 
and  in  the  new  format. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Martha  Girard,  Special  Proiects 
Untt,  52S-5240. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION 
is  available  at  1 CFR  iai2  (1977). 
and  41  FR  56623,  December  29, 1976. 

All  proposed  and  final  rules  received  by  the 
FEDERAL  REGISTER  on  or  after  April  1, 1977, 
which  do  not  comply  with  the  new  PREAMBLE 
requirement  will  not  be  accepted. 


PRINCIPAL  EXECUTIVE  BRANCH  OFFICIALS  OF 
THE  ADMINISTRATION  OF  JIMMY  CARTER 

The  Office  of  the  Federal  Register  will  publish  supple¬ 
ment  2  to  the  U.S.  Government  Manual  on  April  1.  This 
supplement  will  be  a  separate  part  in  the  FEDERAL 
REGISTER.  Executive  agencies  may  obtain  copies  by  sub¬ 
mitting  Standard  Form  1  to  the  Planning  Services  Division 
of  the  Government  Printing  Office  no  later  than  March  30. 
Copies  may  also  be  purchased  for  75  cents  from  the 
Superintendent  of  Documents,  Government  Printing 
Office,  Washington,  D.C.  20402. 


PART  I: 

ARMED  FORCES  DAY 

Presidential  proclamation. 


EDUCATIONAL  BROADCAST  STATIONS 

FCC  request  comments  by  5-16-77  on  announcements 
promoting  the  sale  of  products  or  services,  underwriting 
credits  and  over  the  air  auctions . . . —  15927 


CONTINUED  INSIDE 


I 

reminders 


(The  Items  In  this  list  were  editorially  compiled  as  an  aid  to  Federal  Register  users.  Inclusion  or  exclusion  from  this  list  has  no  legal 
slgnlflcance.  Since  this  list  is  Intended  as  a  reminder,  It  does  not  include  effective  dates  that  occur  within  14  days  of  publication.) 


Rules  Going  Into  Effect  Today 


IX)T/FAA — Control  zone  and  transition 
area  alteration,  Islip,  N.Y .  2055; 

1-10-77 

•  FDIC — Deposits  of  registered  investment 
companies;  clarification  of  insurance 
coverage . 10312;  2-22-77 


List  of  Public  Laws 


Note:  No  public  bills  which  have  become 
law  were  received  by  the  OflSce  of  the  Federal 
Register  for  inclusion  In  today's  List  of 
Public  Laws. 


The  six-month  trial  period  ended  August  6.  The  program  is  being  continued  on  a  voluntary  basis  (see  OFR 
notice,  41  FR  32914,  August  6,  1976).  The  following  agencies  have  agreed  to  remain  in  the  program: 


Monday 

Tuesday 

Wednesday 

Thursday 

Friday 

NRC 

USDA/ASCS 

NRC 

USDA/ASCS 

DOT/COAST  GUARD 

USDA/ APHIS 

DOT/COAST  GUARD 

USDA/APHIS 

DOT/NHTSA 

USDA/FNS 

DOT/NHTSA 

USDA/FNS 

DOT/FAA 

USDA/REA 

DOT/FAA 

USDA/REA 

DOT/OHMO 

CSC 

DOT/OHMO 

CSC 

DOT/OPSO 

LABOR 

DOT/OPSO 

LABOR 

HEW/FDA 

HEW/FDA 

Documents  normally  scheduled  on  a  day  that  will  be  a  Federal  holiday  will  be  published  the  next  work  day 
following  the  holiday.  -  * 

Comments  on  this  program  are  still  invited.  Comments  should  be  submitted  to  the  Day-of-the-Week  Program 
Coordinator,  Office  of  the  Federal  Register,  National  Archives  and  Records  Service.  General  Services  Adminis¬ 
tration,  Washington.  D.C.  20408. 


ATTENTION:  For  questions,  corrections,  or  requests  for  information  please  see  the  list  of  telephone  numbers 
appearing  on  opposite  page. 


Published  dally,  Monday  through  Friday  (no  publication  on  Saturdays,  Sundays,  or  on  official  Federal 
holidays),  by  the  Office  of  the  Federal  Register.  National  Archives  and  Records  Service,  General  Services 
Administration,  Washington,  D.C.  20408,  under  the  Federal  Register  Act  (49  Stat.  500,  as  amended;  44  UR.C., 
Ch.  15)  and  the  regulations  of  the  Administrative  Commlttee.of  the  Federal  Register  (1  CFR  Ch.  I) .  Distribution 
Is  made  only  by  the  Superintendent  of  Documents,  U.S.  Oovemment  Printing  Office,  Washington,  D.C.  20402. 


The  Federal  Register  provides  a  uniform  system  for  making  available  to  the  public  regulations  and  legal  notices  Issued 
by  Federal  agencies.  These  Include  Presidential  proclamations  and  Executive  orders  and  Federal  agency  documents  having 
general  i^ipllcabillty  and  legal  effect,  documents  required  to  be  published  by  Act  of  Congress  and  other  Federal  agency 
documents  of  public  Interest.  Documents  are  on  file  for  public  Inspection  In  the  Office  of  the  Federal  Register  the  day  before 
they  are  published,  unless  earlier  filing  is  requested  by  the  Issuing  agency. 


The  Federal  Register  will  be  furnished  by  mall  to  subscribers,  free  of  postage,  for  $5.00  per  month  or  $50  per  year,  payable 
In  advance.  The  charge  for  Individual  copies  Is  75  cents  for  each  Issue,  or  75  cents  for  each  group  of  pages  as  actually  bound. 
Remit  check  or  money  order,  made  payable  to  the  Superintendent  of  Documents,  UJ3.  Government  Printing  Office,  Washington. 
Dx:.  20402. 


There  are  no  restrictions  on  the  republlcatlon  of  material  appearing  In  the  Federal  Rxcism. 
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INFORMATION  AND  ASSISTANCE 


Questions  and  requests  for  specific  information  may  be  directed  to  the  following  numbers.  General  inquiries 
may  be  made  by  dialing  202-523-5240. 


FEDERAL  REGISTER,  Daily  Issue; 

Subscriptions  and  distribution .  202-783-3238 

“Dial  •  a  •  Regulation”  (recorded  202-523-5022 


summary  of  highlighted  docu¬ 
ments  appearing  in  next  day’s 
issue). 

Scheduling  of  documents  for  523-5220 

publication. 

Copies  of  documents  appearing  in  523-5240 

the  Federal  Register. 

Corrections .  523-5286 

Public  Inspection  Desk .  523-5215 

Finding  Aids .  523-5227 

Public  Briefings:  “How  To  Use  the  523-5282 

Federal  Register.” 

Code  of  Federal  Regulations  (CFR)..  523-5266 

Finding  Aids .  523-5227 


PRESIDENTIAL  PAPERS: 

Executive  Orders  and  Proclama-  523-5233 

tions. 

Weekly  Compilation  of  Presidential  523-5235 

Documents. 

Public  Papers  of  the  Presidents....  523-5235 

Index  .  523-5235 

PUBLIC  LAWS: 

Public  Law  dates  and  numbers .  523-5237 

Slip  Laws .  523-5237 

U.S.  Statutes  at  Large .  523-5237 

Index  .  523-5237 

U.S.  Government  Manual . 523-5230 

Automation  .  523-5240 

Special  Projects .  523-5240 


HIGHLIGHTS— Continued 


TRANSPORTATION  OF  NATURAL  AND  OTHER 
GAS  BY  PIPELINE 

DOT/MTB  proposes  conversion  of  existing  pipeline  to 


gas  service;  comments  by  5-5-77 .  15932 

BYPRODUCT  MATERIAL  FOR  CERTAIN  IN  VITRO 
CLINICAL  OR  LABORATORY  TESTING 

NRC  proposes  general  license  for  Mock  Iodine-125 
calibration  or  reference  source;  comments  by  5-9-77....  15913 

NONMETALLIC  FUEL  TANKS 

DOT/FHA  extends  comment  period  to  5-1-77  for  pro¬ 
posed  fire  resistance  test .  15935 


QUESTIONABLE  OR  ILLEGAL  CORPORATE 
PAYMENTS  AND  PRACTICES 

SEC  proposes  to  promote  the  reliability  of  financial 
information  and  prevent  concealment  of  improper  prac¬ 


tices;  comments  extended  to  4-11-77 .  15921 

OPEN-END  INVESTMENT  COMPANIES 

SEC  provides  an  optional  method  for  calculation  of 
registration  fees  by  companies  registering  additional 
shares;  comments  by  4-20-77 .  15922 

PUBLIC  SAFETY  RADIO  SERVICES 

FCC  modifies  low  pass  audio  filtering  requirements 
applicable  to  certain  digital  transmission  systems;  com¬ 
ments  by  5-24-77 .  15930 

OCCUPANT  CRASH  PROTECTION 

DOT/NHTSA  proposes  three  alternatives  for  future 

passenger  cars;  5-27-77 .  15935 


ADVISORY  COMMITTEES 

The  following  agencies  are  conducting  comprehensive 
reviews: 

Administrative  Conference  of  the  United  States;  com¬ 
ments  by  4-8-77 . . .  15939 

! 


Commerce/Secy;  comments  by  4-4-77 .  15944 

GSA;  comments  by  4-1-77 .  15970 

NASA;  comments  by  4-7-77 . .' .  15979 

NFA&H;  comments  by  4-1-77 . 15981 

State/AID;  comments  by  4—4-77 .  16012 

DOT/Secy;  comments  by  4-8-77 .  16015 

VA;  comments  by  4-7-77 .  16016 

SUNSHINE  ACT  MEETINGS .  16054 

PRIVACY  ACT 

NSF  amends  system  of  records .  15982 

RURAL  HOUSING  PROGRAMS 

USDA/FmHA  revises  list  of  eligible  areas;  effective 
3-24-77  .  15911 

GOVERNMENT  IN  THE  SUNSHINE 

EROA  amends  requirements .  15891 

COMPUTING  SERVICING  EXPENSE 

CAB  proposes  standardized  method;  comments  by 
5-9-77  .  15916 

MEETINGS^ 

USDA/FS:  Timpas  Unit  Grazing  Advisory  Board. 

5-11-77  .  15940 

CRC:  Colorado  Advisory  Committee,  4-9-77 .  15943 

Commerce/Census;  Housing  for  the  1980  Census 

Advisory  Committee,  4-15-77 .  15943 

DOT/FAA:  (RTCA)  Special  Committee  133-Airbome 
Weather  and  Ground  Mapping  Pulsed  Radars,  4-20 

and  4-21-77 .  15013 

FRS:  Board  of  Governors,  3-28-77 . 15966 

HEW/Federal  Council  on  Aging;  Aging  Research  and 

Manpower  Committee,  4-13  and  4—14—77 .  15970 

NIH:  Arthritis,  Metabolism,  and  Digestive  Diseases 

National  Institute,  5-^  and  5-7-77 .  15970 

Clinical  Applications  and  Prevention  Advisory 
Committee,  4—21  and  4-22-77 .  15971 
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HIGH  LIGHTS— Continued 


Dental  Research  National  Advisory  Council,  5-16 


and  5-17-77 .  15971 

Homogeneous  Immunoglobulin  Workshop,  5-2 

and  5-3-77 .  15971 

National  Cancer  Advisory  Board  and  the  Presi¬ 
dent’s  Cancer  Panel,  5-23  and  5-24-77 .  15971 

National  Diabetes  Advisory  Board,  4-15-77 .  15972 

Neurological  and  Communicative  Disorders  and 

Stroke  National  Advisory  Council.  5-13-77 .  15971 

Secy:  Services  and  Facilities  for  the  Development- 
ally  Disabled,  National  Advisory  Council,  4-19 

thru  4-21-77 .  15972 

NFA&H:  Literature  Advisory  Panel,  4-7  thru  4-9-77..  15981 
NSF:  Advisory  Council  and  the  Advisory  Committee 

for  Research,  4-14  and  4-15-77 .  15981 

Public  Understanding  of  Science  Advisory  Panel, 

"  4-14  and  4-15-77 .  15981 

NRC:  Reactor  Safeguards  Advisory  Committee,  April 

and  May  meetings .  15982 

SBA:  Philadelphia  District  Advisory  Council,  4-21-77..  16011 

Pittsburgh  District  Advisory  Council,  4-13-77 .  16011 

Salt  Lake  City  District  Advisory  Council,  4-22-77....  16011 

San  Diego  District  Advisory  Council,  4-21-77 .  16011 

State:  International  Telegraph  and  Telephone  Con¬ 
sultative  Committee  (2  documents),  4-13  and 

4-14-77 .  16012 

AID:  International  Food  and  Agricultural  Develop¬ 
ment  Board,  4-11-77 .  16012 

TVA:  Board  of  Directors,  3-24-77 .  16012 


CORRECTED  MEETING— 

DOD/Army:  Ballistic  Missile  Defense  Technology  Ad¬ 
visory  Panel,  3-29  thru  3-31-77 .  15946 

PART  II: 

NATIONAL  FLOOD  INSURANCE  PROGRAM 

HUD/FIA  issues  final  flood  elevation  determinations 

(23  documents) .  16096-16104 

HUD/FIA  proposes  flood  elevation  determinations  (16 
documents) .  16106-16112 

PART  III: 

REPARATION  PROCEEDINGS 

CFTC  clarifies  procedures .  16113 

PART  IV: 

HOUSING  ASSISTANCE  PAYMENTS  PROGRAM 

HUD  revises  circumstances  and  limitations  by  which  rent 
increases  may  be  granted  (2  documents);  comments  by 


3-24-77  .  16118 

PART  V: 

PRIVACY  ACT 

Interior/Secy  notice  on  systems  of  records .  16121 
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Notices 
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Rules 

Oranges  (navel)  grown  in  Ariz. 
and  Calif _ *15911 

AGRICULTURE  DEPARTMENT 

See  Agricultural  Marketing  Serv¬ 
ice:  Farmers  Home  Administra¬ 
tion;  Forest  Service;  Soil  Con¬ 
servation  Service. 
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Proposed  Rules 
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COMMODITY  FUTURES  TRADING 
COMMISSION 

Rules 

Organization  and  functions : 
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applications  accepted  for  filing 
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and  available  for  processing. __  15951 

Hearings,  etc.: 

Big  Spring  Aircraft,  Inc _  15957 

Defense  Department  et  al _  15952 

Fletcher  Broadcasting  Corp _  15958 

Liberman,  Adolfo  and  Elias _  15955 

FEDERAL  ENERGY  ADMINISTRATION 

Notices 

Appeals  and  applications  for  ex¬ 
ception,  etc.;  cases  filed  with 
Exception  and  Appeals  Office : 

List  of  applicants _  15959 

FEDERAL  HIGHWAY  ADMINISTRATION 

Proposed  Rules 

Motor  carrier  safety  regulations: 

'  F\iel  tanks,  nonmetalllc;  fire 
resistance  test;  extension  of 
time  _  15935 

FEDERAL  INSURANCE  ADMINISTRATION 
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MobU  Oil  Corp . 15963 
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Southern  Natural  Gas  Co _  15964 
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Transcontinental  Gas  Pipe  Line 

Corp _  15964 
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tional  Advisory  Council _  15972 
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presidential  documents 

Title  3 — The  President 

PROCLAMATION  4492 

Armed  Forces  Day 


By  the  President  of  the  United  States  of  America 
A  Proclamation 

Since  the  founding  of  tlie  Republic,  the  Armed  Forces  of  the  United  States  have 
served  the  nation  in  peace  and  war  with  honor  and  distinction.  Those  who  wear  the 
uniforms  of  the  Army,  Navy,  Air  Force,  Marine  Corps  and  Coast  Guard  have  carved, 
out  respect  for  their  patriotic  service. 

It  is  appropriate  that  we  set  aside  one  day  each  year  to  pay  tribute  to^these  men 
and  women  throughout  the  world. 

NOW,  THEREFORE,  I,  JIMMY  CAR!  ER,  President  of  the  United  States 
and  Coinmander-in-Chief  of  the  Anncd  Forces  of  the  United  States,  continuing  the 
precedent  of  my  six  immediate  predece.s>>ors  in  this  Office,  do  hereby  proclaim  the  third 
Saturday  of  each  May  as  Armed  Forces  Day. 

I  direct  the  Secretary  of  Defense  on  behalf  of  the  Army,  the  Navy,  the  Air  Force, 
and  the  Marine  Corps,  and  the  Secretary'  of  Transpiortation  on  behalf  of  the  Coast 
Guard,  to  plan  for  appropriate  observances  each  year,  with  the  Secretary  of  Defense 
responsible  for  soliciting  the  partieijjation  and  coopieration  of  civil  authorities  and 
private  citizens. 

I  invite  the  Governors  of  tlie  States,  the  Commonwealth  of  Puerto  Rico,  and  other 
areas  subject  to  the  jurisdiction  of  the  United  States,  to  provide  for  the  observance  of 
Anned  I'orces  Day  within  their  jurisdiction  each  year  in  an  appropriate  manner 
designed  to  increase  public  undeiNtanding  and  appreciation  of  the  Anned  Forces  of 
the  United  States. 

I  also  invite  national  and  local  veterans,  civic  and  other  organizations  join  in  the 
ob.scr\  ance  of  Armed  Forces  Day  each  year. 

I  call  upKJn  my  fellow  Americans  not  only  to  display  the  flag  of  the  United  States 
at  their  homes  on  Armed  Forces  Day,  but  also  to  learn  about  our  System  of  defense, 
and  about  the  men  and  women  who  sustain  it,  by  attending  and  participating  in  the 
local  obser\ances  of  the  day. 

Proclamation  4357  of  March  25,  1975,  is  hereby  superseded. 

IN  WITNESS  WHEREOF,  I  have  hereunto  set  my  hand  this  twenty-second  day 
of  March,  in  the  year  of  our  Lord  nineteen  hundred  and  seventy-seven,  and  of  the 
Independence  of  the  United  States  of  America  the  two  hundred  and  first. 


[FR  Doc.77-9020  Filed  3-22-77  ;4: 42  pm] 
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This  section  of  the  FEDERAL  REGISTER  contains  regulatory  documents  having  general  applicability  and  legal  effect  most  of  which  are 
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The  Code  of  Federal  Regulations  is  sold  by  the  Superintendent  of  Documents.  Prices  of  new  books  are  listed  in  the  first  FEDERAL 
REGISTER  Issue  of  each  month.  * 


Title  10 — Energy 

CHAPTER  III— ENERGY  RESEARCH  AND 
DEVELOPMENT  ADMINISTRATION 

PART  707— ADVISORY  COMMITTEES 

Amendment  of  Federal  Advisory  Commit¬ 
tee  Regulations  to  Conform  to  the  Re¬ 
quirements  of  the  Sunshine  Act 

The  Government  In  the  Sunshine  Act 
(Pub.  L.  94-409,  5  U.S.C.  552b,  the  Act) 
was  signed  by  the  President  on  Septem¬ 
ber  13,  1976,  and  is  effective  as  of  March 
12,  1977.  Section  5  of  the  Act  amends 
section  10(d)  of  the  Federal  Advisory 
Committee  Act,  Pub.  L.  92-463,  to  replace 
the  reference  to  the  Freedom  of  Infor¬ 
mation  Act  (5  U.S.C.  552)  provisions  for 
closing  a  meeting  with  the  ten  exemp¬ 
tions  established  in  the  open  meeting 
provision  of  section  3  of  the*  Sunshine 
Act.  Energy  Research  and  Development 
Administration  regulations  implement¬ 
ing  the  Federal  Advisory  Committee  Act, 
10  CFR  Part  707,  are  therefore  amended 
to  reflect  the  new  Sunshine  Act  provi¬ 
sions  pertaining  to  meetings. 

10  CFR  Part  707  is  therefore  amended 
as  follows : 

1.  Section  707.8 <b)  is  amended  to  read 
as  follows: 

§  707.8  Moeiiiigs. 

•  *  •  •  * 

(b)  The  agenda  required  by  paragraph 
(a)  of  this  section  shall  list  the  matters 
to  be  considered  at  the  meeting.  It  shall 
.also  indicate  when  any  part  of  the  meet¬ 
ing  will  concern  matters  within  the  ex¬ 
emptions  of  the  Government  in  the  Sim- 
shine  Act,  5  U.S.C.  552b. 

2.  Section  707.9(a)  is  amended  to  read 
as  follows: 

§  707.9  Clos«“d  mtH'liiigM. 

(a)  The  requirements  of  S  707.8  (c) 
and  (d)  that  meetings  shall  be  open  to 
the  public  and  that  the  public  shall  be 
afforded  an  opportunity  to  participate 
shall  not  apply  to  any  advisory  commit¬ 
tee  meeting  which  the  President,  the  Ad¬ 
ministrator,  Advisory  Committee  Man¬ 
agement  OflBcer,  or  designee  determines 
is  concerned  with  matters  listed  in  5 
U.S.C.  552b. 

#  #  •  •  • 

Because  these  amendments  to  Part  707 
constitute  a  statement  of  ERDA  policies 
and  procedures,  the  provisions  of  5  U.S.C. 
553  requiring  advance  notice  of  proposed 
rulemaking  and  opportunity  for  public 
participation  do  not  apply.  The  amend¬ 
ments  are  therefore  effective  March  24, 
1977. 

(Sec.  161,  Pub.  L.  83-703,  68  Stat.  948  (42 
U.S.C.  2301):  sec.  106(g),  Pub.  L.  93-438,  88 
Stat.  1243;  sec.  2(3),  Pub.  L.  86  599,  74  Stat. 


336;  Pub.  L.  92-463,  86  Stat.  770  (5  UJ3.C. 
Appendix  I):  sec.  5,  Pub.  L.  94-409,  90  Stat. 
1241  (5  U.S.C.  553b)  .) 

Dated:  March  18,  1977. 

Robert  F.  Allnutt, 

Acting  Assistant  Administrator 

for  Administration. 

|FR  Doc.77-8829  Plied  3-23-77:8:45  amj 

Title  12 — Banks  and  Banking 

CHAPTER  II— FEDERAL  RESERVE 
SYSTEM 

SUBCHAPTER  A— BOARD  OF  GOVERNORS  OF 
THE  FEDERAL  RESERVE  SYSTEM 

I  Reg.  B;  EC-0003,  EC-00041 

PART  202 — EQUAL  CREDIT 
OPPORTUNITY 

Official  Staff  Interpretations 

In  accordance  with  12  CFR  202.13'c), 
the  Board  is  publishing  the  following  of¬ 
ficial  staff  interpretations  of  Regulation 
B,  issued  by  a  duly  authorized  official  of 
the  Division  of  Consumer  Affairs. 

Identifying  details  have  been  deleted 
to  the  extent  required  to  prevent  a  clearly 
unwarranted  invasion  of  personal  pri¬ 
vacy.  The  Board  maintains  and  makes 
available  for  public  inspection  and  copy¬ 
ing  a  current  index  providing  identifying 
information  for  the  public  subject  to 
certain  limitations  stated  in  12  CFR 
261.6. 

Official  staff  interpretations  may  be  re¬ 
considered  by  the  Board  upon  request  of 
interested  parties  and  in  accordance  with 
12  CFR  202.13(c).  Every  request  for  re¬ 
consideration  ^ould  clearly  Identify  the 
number  of  the  official  staff  interpretation 
in  question,  and  should  be  addressed  to 
the  Secretary.  Board  of  Governors  of  the 
Federal  Reserve  System,  Washington. 
D.C.  20551. 

[ECMIOOS] 

The  following  interpretation  shall  be 
effective  as  of  March  3,  1977. 

Sections  202.7(b)  and  202.10  Effect  on 
recordkeeping/billing  procedures  and  on 
issuance  of  credit  cards  in  one  name. 

March  3,  1977. 

In  your  letter  of  February  1,  1977,  you 
requested  an  c^clal  staff  Interpretation  re¬ 
garding  the  effect  of  sections  303.7(b)  (desig¬ 
nation  of  name)  and  302.10  (furnishing  of 
credit  information)  of  revised  Regulation  B 
on  your  cUent's  recordkeeping  and  billing 
procedures.  Specifically,  you  asked  whether 
these  sections  prohibit  your  client  from  fol¬ 
lowing  procedures  described  below  when  ad¬ 
ministering  accounts  on  which  a  spouse  is  a 
user  or  contractually  liable: 

(1)  Maintain  all  such  accounts  in  the 
name  of  only  one  obligor; 

(2)  Address  all  statements  and  other  ac¬ 
count  holder  correspondence  in  the  name  of 
one  obligor;  and 


(3)  Emboss  the  name  of  one  obligor  on 
the  credit  card(s)  Issued  pursuant  to  the 
account. 

You  further  indicated  that,  notwithstand¬ 
ing  these  procedures,  your  client  has  devised 
a  method  of  reporting  credit  information 
that  meets  the  requirements  of  section 
202.10.  You  suggested  that  one  means  of  ac¬ 
complishing  this  is  to  gain  access  to  accounts 
by  use  of  an  account  number,  rather  than 
the  name  of  an  account  holder.  The  following 
is  an  official  staff  interpretation  of  Regula¬ 
tion  B,  issued  in  accordance  with  section 
202.1  (d)  of  the  regulation. 

Section  202.7(b)  requires  creditors  to  allow 
applicants  to  open  or  maintain  an  account  in 
a  birth-given  first  name  and  a  surname  that 
is  the  applicant’s  birth-given  surname,  the 
spouse’s  surname,  or  a  combined  surname. 
This  provision  was  intended  to  correct  the 
practice  of  requiring  married  Women  to  use 
their  husbands’  names  and  to  enable  married 
women  to  establish  credit  histories  in  their 
own  names.  'The  section  does  not  require 
creditors  to  allow  the  opening  or  mainte¬ 
nance  of  an  account  in  two  such  names. 
Creditors  may  require  joint  account  holders 
to  choose  one  name  in  which  the  account 
will  be  maintained  and  billed  and  may  re¬ 
quire  Joint  account  holders  to  choose  one 
name  for  use  on  a  credit  card,  provided  that 
the  determination  as  to  which  name  will  be 
used  is  not  made  on  a  prohibited  basis;  for 
example,  married  applicants  must  be  free  to 
choose  the  name  of  either  the  husband  or 
wife  for  use  in  billing  statements. 

As  you  know,  {  202.10  requires  the  report¬ 
ing  of  accounts  on  which  a  spouse  will  be  a 
user  or  contractually  liable  in  the  name  of 
each  spouse.  No  particular  type  of  designa¬ 
tion  or  indexing  is  required  by  the  regulation. 
A  creditOT  must  have  the  capability  to 
identify  accounts  on  which  a  spouse  is  a 
user  or  contractually  liable  and  to  report 
Information  as  required  by  section  202.10. 
Any  system  of  designation  or  Indexing  that 
facilitates  compliance  with  this  section  is 
permissible.  Section  202.10  does  not  require 
the  maintenance  or  billing  of  accounts  or  the 
issuance  of  credit  cards  in  more  than  one 
name.  Neither  does  the  regulation  require 
the  creation  of  separate  files  in  the  name  of 
each  participant  on  a  Joint  account. 

We  hope  this  response  has  been  helpful.  If 
we  may  be  of  further  assistance,  please  do 
not  hesitate  to  contact  us. 

Sincerely, 

Janet  Hart, 
Director 

[EC-0004] 

The  following  letter  was  designated  an 
official  staff  interpretation  on  March  11. 
1977;  it  had  originally  been  Issued  as 
Public  Information  letter  No.  68  on 
April  16,  1976.  ITils  interpretation  shall 
be  effective  as  of  March  11, 1977. 

Section  202.8  Effect  of  BCOA  and  Regu¬ 
lation  B  on  State  laws  designed  to  pre¬ 
vent  evasion  of  graduated  rates  and 
maximum  loan  ceilings. 

We  understand  that  most  state  loan  lawa 
provide  for  graduated  steps  which  impose 
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limitations  on  Interest  charges.  The  rate  of 
Interest  falls  as  the  amount  lent  Increases. 
Most  loan  laws  also  impose  ceilings  on  the 
amount  which  may  be  lent.  You  have  asked 
our  staff  to  advise  you  concerning  the  effect 
of  the  Equal  Credit  Oppm-tunlty  Act  (EOOA) 
and  Regulation  B  upon  state  law  provisions 
designed  to  prevent  evasion  of  the  graduated 
rate  ceiling  and  the  ceiling  on  the  amount 
which  can  be  lent.  The  following  is  an  official 
staff  interpretation  of  Regulation  B  Issued 
pursuant  to  section  202.1(d)  of  the  regula¬ 
tion. 

In  formulating  a  response  to  your  ques¬ 
tions,  we  have  classified  the  laws  into  three 
categories: 

Class  I.  State  laws  which  prohibit  a  creditor 
from  making  two  separate  extensions  of  credit 
to  a  husband  and  wife  with  the  result  that 
higher  int^est  rates  may  be  obtained  than 
would  otherwise  be  permitted  under  State 
law  (New  York,  for  example)  .* 

Class  n.  State  laws  which  forbid  two  exten¬ 
sions  of  credit  vdien  the  second  Is  made  tor 
the  purpose  of  obtaining  higher  interest  rates. 
Class  II  laws  are  to  be  distinguished  from 
Class  I  laws  in  that  the  purpose  of  the 
second  extension  of  credit  in  Class  I  states 
is  irrelevant;  the  second  extension  must  not 
result  in  higher  interest  rates.  It  is  permis¬ 
sible  to  make  the  second  extension  of  credit 
in  Class  n  states  providing  it  is  made  to  ac- 
oommodate  the  debtOT’s  voluntary  request 
and  not  for  the  purpose  of  obtaining  higher 
Intoest  rates,  even  though  higher  rates  may 
result  (Wisconsin,  for  example).* 

Class  III.  State  laws  which  have  a  fiat  pro¬ 
hibition  against  any  person  or  hTisband  and 
wife  having  more  than  one  loan  from  a 
creditor  (Illinois,  for  example)  .* 

•  •  •  •  • 

In  staff’s  opinion,  the  following  represents 
the  correct  application  of  Regulation  B  to 
the  State  laws  classified  above: 

Class  I.  Regulation  B  will  preempt  laws  in 
this  class  to  the  extent  that  they  prohibit 
each  spouse  from  obtaining  credit  separately. 
Two  separate  extensions  of  credit  (one  to  a 
husband  and  one  to  a  wife)  are  not  to  be 
combined  to  determine  individual  loan  ceil¬ 
ings  or  finance  charges. 


1  New  York  Small  Loan  Act,  See.  352.  "•  •  • 
No  licensee  shall  permit  any  loan  to  be  split 
up  or  divided.  No  licensee  shall  Induce  or 
permit  any  person,  nor  any  husband  and 
wife  Jointly  or  severally,  to  become  obligated, 
directly  or  contingently,  or  both,  under  more 
than  one  contract  of  loan  at  the  same  time, 
for  the  purpose  or  with  the  result  of  obtain¬ 
ing  a  higher  rate  of  Interest  than  would 
otherwise  be  permitted  by  this  section.” 

*  Wisconsin  Discount  Loan  Law.  Sec.  138.- 
09(f).  “No  licensee  may  divide  any  loan  or 
otherwise  encourage  any  poson  or  any  hus¬ 
band  and  wife  to  become  obligated  to  the  li¬ 
censee  directly,  under  more  than  one  con¬ 
tract  of  loan  at  the  same  time  for  the  pur¬ 
pose  of  obtaining  a  higher  rate  of  finance 
charge  than  would  otherwise  be  permitted 
by  this  section.” 

*  Illinois  Consumer  Finance  Act,  Sec.  13(d). 
“No  licensee  may  encourage,  compel,  or  per¬ 
mit  any  borrower  or  borrowers  to  split  up  or 
divide  any  locm  or  loans.  No  licensee  may  en¬ 
courage,  compel  or  permit  any  person,  nor 
any  husband  and  wife.  Jointly  or  severally 
to  become  obligated,  directly  or  contingently, 
or  both,  \mder  more  than  one  contract  of 
loan  at  the  same  time,  for  the  purpose  or 
with  the  restdt  of  obtaining  a  higher  rate 
of  Interest  than  would  otherwise  be  p^mlt- 
ted  by  this  section  •  •  •••  Rule  22(c).  “No 
licensee  shall  have  outstanding  at  the  same 
tiiTiA  more  than  one  loan  transacted  accord¬ 
ing  to  this  Act  to  any  one  oldlgor.  A  man  and 
wife  living  together  shall  be  considered  as 
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Under  these  laws,  a  person  may  have  a 
Joint  account  with  a  spouse  or  other  person 
or  a  separate  account,  but  not  both  luUess 
(pursuant  to  State  law)  the  second  exten¬ 
sion  of  credit  is  made  at  a  lower  Interest 
rate.  In  these  states,  when  an  extension  of 
credit  is  made  to  a  spouse  or  any  other  per¬ 
son  when  this  person  already  has  a  Joint 
obligation  outstanding  with  the  creditor. 
Joint  and  separate  accoimts  of  the  applicant 
must  be  combined  to  determine  the  per¬ 
missible  finance  charges  and  applicable  loan 
ceilings  (see  section  202.8(b)  of  Regulation 
B;  section  202.11(c)  of  the  amended  regula¬ 
tion).  Staff  feels  that  there  is  no  affirmative 
requirement  that  a  creditor  make  a  second 
loan  in  these  states,  providing  second  loans 
are  not  denied  on  any  basis  prohibited  by 
ECOA. 

Class  n.  States  in  this  classification  will  be 
relatively  unaffected  by  BCOA.  Two  separate 
extensions  of  credit  (one  to  a  husband  and 
one  to  a  wife)  are  not  to  be  combined  to  de¬ 
termine  individual  loan  ceilings  or  finance 
charges.  Joint  and  separate  loan  extensions 
made  to  one  debtor  must  be  combined  to  de¬ 
termine  loan  ceilings  but  not  finance 
charges.  State  law  does  not  require  creditors 
to  offer  lower  interest  rates  which  result 
from  a  second  extension  of  credit.  They  for¬ 
bid  a  second  extension  of  credit  made  for 
the  purpose  of  obtaining  higher  rates.  Ihere 
would  be  no  reason  to  combine  Joint  and 
separate  loans  to  determine  the  appropriate 
finance  charges. 

Class  m.  In  a  state  such  as  Illinois,  no 
person  (including  husband  or  wife)  may 
have  a  Joint  and  separate  loan  from  the  same 
creditor.  A  husband  and  wife  may  each  have 
separate  loans  because  of  ECOA  preemption 
of  state  laws  to  the  contrary.  The  existence 
of  the  type  of  laws  in  this  classification  elim¬ 
inates  the  necessity  of  deciding  whether  Joint 
and  separate  loans  must  be  combined  to  de¬ 
termine  finance  chargee  or  loan  ceilings  since 
this  is  only  done  when  a  creditor  may  extend 
Joint  and  separate  loans  to  the  same  person. 
•  •  •  •  • 

To  illiistrate  these  three  •classifications, 
assume  the  following  facts : 

A  and  B  are  married;  the  applicable  loan 
celling  is  $300;  a  finance  charge  of  30%  per 
annum  may  be  imposed  up<xi  the  \mpald  bal¬ 
ance  of  any  loan  up  to  $100,  and  24%  per 
annum  on  the  remaining  balance  to  $300. 

After  each  example  the  following  questions 
will  be  answered: 

(a)  Can  the  loan(s)  be  obtained? 

(b)  What  is  the  dollar  limit  on  the  sep¬ 
arate  loans? 

(c)  What  rate  may  be  charged? 

Class  I:  (1)  A  and  B  have  no  obligations. 
A  wishes  to  borrow  $100.  B  wishes  to  borrow 
$100. 

(a)  Each  may  get  a  loan,  (b)  Each  may 
borrow  up  to  $300.  (c)  Each  may  be  charged 
30%. 

(2)  A  and  B  have  a  Joint  $100  obligation. 
A  wants  to  brnrow  $100.  B  wants  to  borrow 
$100. 

(a)  Each  may  get  a  loan,  (b)  Each  may 
borrow  up  to  $200,  separately,  (c)  Each  may 

one  borrower.”  Illinois  Consiuner  Installment 
lioan  Act.  Sec.  16a.  “Double  Indebtedness  Re¬ 
striction — ^A  licensee  shall  not  permit  an  ob¬ 
liges  to  be  indebted  t<x  a  loan  transacted 
pursuant  to  this  Act  when  such  obligor  Is 
simultaneously  indebted  to  such  licensee  or 
an  affiliate  (including  a  corporation  owned  or 
managed  by  the  licensee)  or  agent  of  such 
licensee  for  a  loan  made  pursuant  to  the 
“Consumer  Finance  Act.”  Rule  23(d).  “No 
licensee  shall  have  outstanding  at  the  same 
time  more  than  one  loan  transacted  accord¬ 
ing  to  this  Act  to  any  one  obligor.  A  man  and 
wife  living  together  shall  be  considered  as 
one  borrower.” 


be  charged  only  24%  on  the  additional  $100. 

Class  II:  (1)  A  and  B  have  no  obligations. 
A  wishes  to  borrow  $100.  B  wishes  to  borrow 


$100. 

(a)  Each  may  get  a  loan,  (b)  Each  may 
borrow  up  to  $300.  (c)  Each  may  be  charged 
30%. 

(2)  A  and  B  have  a  $100  Joint  obligation. 
A  wants  to  borrow  $200.  B  wants  to  borrow 
*$200. 

(a)  Each  may  get  a  loan  (providing  the 
purpose  of  the  second  loan  is  not  to  obtain 
higher  interest  rates),  (b)  Each  may  bcarow 
up  to  $200  separately,  (c)  Each  may  be 
charged  30%  on  the  first  $100  and  24%  on 
the  additional  $100. 

Class  m:  (1)  A  and  B  have  no  obligations. 
A  wants  to  boirow  $100.  B  wants  to  borrow 
$100. 

(a)  Each  may  get  a  loan,  (b)  Each  may 
borrow  up  to  $300.  (c)  Each  may  be  charged 
30  percent. 

(2)  A  and  B  have  a  $100  Joint  obligation. 
A  wants  to  borrow  $100.  B  wants  to  borrow 
$100. 

(a)  Neither  may  obtain  an  additional,  sep¬ 
arate  extension  of  credit  until  the  Joint  obli¬ 
gation  is  satisfied,  (b)  Not  applicable,  (c) 
Not  applicable. 

If  wo  may  be  of  further  assistance,  please 
do  not  hesitate  to  contact  this  office. 

Sincerely, 


Janet  Hast, 
Director. 


Board  of  Governors  of  the  Federal  Re¬ 
serve  System,  March  18, 1877. 

Theodou  E.  Allison, 
Secretary  of  the  Board. 
(PR  Doc.77-8690  Piled  3-23-77:8:46  am] 


Title  14 — ^Aeronautics  and  Space 

CHAPTER  I— FEDERAL  AVIATION  ADMIN¬ 
ISTRATION,  DEPARTMENT  OF  TRANS¬ 
PORTATION 

[Docket  No.  16609;  Arndt.  39-2867] 

PART  39— AIRWORTHINESS  DIRECTIVES 

Avions  Marcel  Dassault  (AMD)  Fan  Jet 
Falcon  Airplanes 

There  have  been  reports  of  horizontal 
stabilizer  trim  runaway  on  certain  Fan 
Jet  Falcon  alrplsmes  that  have  resulted 
in  some  loss  of  control  of  the  airplanes. 
The  FAA  believes  these  Incidents  were 
caused  by  foreign  matter  in  the  hori¬ 
zontal  stabilizer  trim  control  switches 
and  has  determined  that,  under  certain 
conditions,  minute  quantities  of  foreign 
matter  which  accumulate  in  the  pilot’s 
and  copilot’s  horizontal  stabilizer  trim 
control  switches  can  form  an  unwanted 
electrical  circuit  between  the  pin  of  the 
normally-closed  28-volt  autopilot-dis- 
connect  circuit  and  the  pin  of  the  nor- 
mally-open  trim  control  circuit.  Since 
this  condition  is  likely  to  exist  or  develop 
in  other  aircraft  of  the  same  tjrpe  de¬ 
sign,  an  airworthiness  directive  is  being 
issued  which  requires  removal  of  th^ 
positive  voltage  wire  from  the  normally- 
closed  contacts  of  the  horizontal  stabi¬ 
lizer  trim  control  switches. 

Since  a  situation  exists  that  requires 
immediate  adoption  of  this  regulation,  it 
is  found  that  notice  and  public  procedure 
hereon  are  impracticable  and  good  cause 
exists  for  making  this  amendment  effec¬ 
tive  in  less  than  30  days. 

This  amendment  is  made  under  the 
authority  of  section  313(a) ,  601,  and  603, 
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of  the  Federal  Aviation  Act  of  1958  (49 
U.S.C.  1354(a),  1421.  and  1423)  and  of 
section  6(c)  of  the  Department  of 
Transportation  Act  (49  UJ5.C.  1655(0) ) . 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing  and 
pursuant  to  the  authority  delegated  to 
me  by  the  Administrator  (14  CPR  11.88) , 
§  39.13  of  Part  39  of  the  Federal  Aviation 
Regulations  is  amended  by  adding  the 
following  new  airworthiness  directive. 

AVIONS  MARCEL  DASSAULT  (AMD).  AppllflS  tO  all 

Fan  Jet  Falcon  airplanes,  all  series,  certlfl- 

cated  In  aU  categortes,  not  Incorporating 

AMD  Modification  No.  2002. 

Compliance  is  required  within  the  next  300 
hours  time  in  service  after  the  effective  date 
of  this  AD,  unless  already  accompllahed. 

To  prevent  possible  horlxontal  stabilizer 
trim  runaway,  remove  the  positive  voltage 
wire  from  the  normaUy-closed  <»ntaots  of 
the  pUot’s  and  copilot's  horlrontal  stabilizer 
trim  control  switches  In  acoordanoe  with 
paragraphs  2B  through  2F  of  the  section  en¬ 
titled  “Accomplishment  In8tructlOD8~  of 
AMD  Service  Bulletin  No.  568.  Revision  1 
dated  October  25,  1976,  or  an  FAA-approved 
equivalent. 

This  amendment  becomes  effective 
AprU  7.  1977. 

NOTE. — ^The  Federal  Avtatlcm  Administra¬ 
tion  has  determined  that  this  document  does 
not  contain  a  major  proposal  requiring  pcep- 
aratlon  of  an  E(K)nomlc  Impact  Statement 
under  Executive  Order  11831,  as  amended  by 
Executive  Order  11940,  and  (MSB  Circular 
A-107. 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.  on  March 
17.  1977. 

J.  A.  Ferhabesb, 

Acting  Director, 
Flight  Standards  Service. 

|FR  Doc.77-8735  PUed  3-23-77:8:45  am] 

[Docket  No.  77-NW-7-AD  Arndt.  39-2864] 

PART  39— AIRWORTHINESS  DIRECTIVE 

Boeing  Model  707-100,  -lOCB,  and  -200 

Series  Airplanes,  Upper  Wing  Skin  and 

Rear  Spar  Chord  Cracks 

AGENCY:  Federal  Aviation  Administra- 
tion/DOT  (FAA) . 

ACTION:  Final  Rule. 

SUMMARY:  This  AD  is  being  issued  to 
require  a  one-time  X-ray  inspection  at 
the  inboard  wing  structure  on  Boeing 
Model  707-100,  -lOOB,  and  -200  series 
airplanes. 

A  routine  maintenance  inspection  re¬ 
vealed  a  fuel  leak  on  a  707-100B  air¬ 
plane.  Further  investigation  showed  a 
20-inch  crack  in  the  upper  wing  skin  In¬ 
board  of  the  landing  gear  backup  struc¬ 
ture  going  forward  from  the  rear  spar 
to  stringer  no.  3. 

Approximately  130  similar  airplanes 
are  to  be  inspected  and  repaired  if  cracks 
are  found. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  March  29, 1977.  Ini¬ 
tial  compliance  required  within  the  next 
150  landings,  unless  accomplished  within 
the  last  200  landings. 


ADDRESSES:  FAA  Northwest  Region, 
9010  East  Marginal  Way  South,  Seattle, 
Washington  98108. 

Boeing  Commercial  Airplane  Com¬ 
pany,  P.O.  Box  3707,  Seattle,  Washing¬ 
ton  98124. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION,  CON¬ 
TACT: 

Maurice  P.  Cook,  Engineering  and 
Manufactiulng  Branch,  FAA  North¬ 
west  Region,  9010  East  Marginal  Way 
South.  Seattle,  Washington  98108, 
(206-767-2516) . 

SUPPLEMENTRY  INFORMATION: 
Cracks  have  been  found  in  the  uimer 
wing  skin  near  the  rear  spar  and  in  the 
upper  rear  spar  chord  horizontal  leg  in¬ 
board  of  WS  269.  The  skin  cracks  initi¬ 
ated  from  or  adjacent  to  fastener  holes 
directly  above  the  upper  rear  spar  chord 
and  extended  forward  and  aft.  The 
chord  crack  started  in  the  horizontal  leg 
at  the  upper  chord  and  extended  down 
into  the  vertical  leg.  Since  this  condition 
is  likely  to  ^xlst  in  other  707-100,  -lOOB, 
and  -200  series  airplanes,  an  airworthi¬ 
ness  directive  is  being  issued  to  require  a 
one-time  X-ray  Inspection  of  airplanes 
which  have  accxunulated  20,000  or  man 
landings. 

The  area  to  be  Inspected  la  along  the 
rear  spar  from  the  side  of  the  body  at 
BBL  70.5  to  WS  274. 

This  rule  was  coordinated  by  numer¬ 
ous  telephone  conversations  with  the 
Boeing  Company  and  the  operators 
through  tiie  Air  Transport  Association 
(ATA)  prior  to  issuance. 

Accordingly,  (14  CFR  Part  39),  S  39.13 
of  the  Federal  Aviatl(m  Regulations  is 
amended  effective  March  29.  1977,  by 
adding  the  following  new  airworthiness 
directive. 

BOEINa:  Applies  to  Boeing  707-100,  -lOOB, 
and  -200  aeries  airplanes  certificated  in  aU 
categories  upon  the  accumulation  of  20,000 
landings  or  with  more  than  20,000  land¬ 
ings.  Compliance  required  as  indicated  un¬ 
less  already  accomplished. 

A.  Within  150  landings,  imieas  accom¬ 
plished  within  the  last  200  landings.  X-ray 
Inspect  the  upper  rear  spar  chord  horizontal 
leg  and  the  adjacent  upper  wing  skin  from 
the  side  of  the  body  at  BBL  70.5  to  WS  274 
In  accordance  with  Boeing  Nondestructive 
Test  Manual,  Document  D6-7170,  or  in  a 
manner  ^proved  by  the  Chief,  Engineering 
and  Manufacturing  Branch,  FAA  Northwest 
Region.  Wing  skins  and  rear  spar  chords 
found  cracked  are  to  be  repaired  prior  to 
further  fiight  in  accordance  with  paragraph 

B.  Results  of  inspections  are  to  be  reported 
to  Chief,  Engineering  and  Manufacturing 
Branch,  FAA  Northwest  Region. 

B.  Airplanes  with  cracked  upper  wing  skins 
and/or  rear  spar  chords  are  to  be  repaired  in 
accordance  with  1,  2,  or  3  below  as  applica¬ 
ble,  prior  to  further  fiight  except  that  the 
airplane  may  be  fiown  in  accordance  with 
FAR  21.197  to  a  base  where  one  of  the  re¬ 
pairs  can  be  performed. 

1.  Airplanes  with  skin  cracks  near  the  rear 
q>ar  which  do  not  extend  beyond  the  fasten¬ 
er  pattern  of  stringer  no.  1  may  continue  in 
service  for  a  maximum  of  750  additional 


landings,  subject  to  the  following  condi¬ 
tions: 

(a)  Crack  ends  must  be  stop  drilled  per 
Boeing  Structural  Repair  Manual,  Section 
51-2-10. 

(b)  If  crack  ends  in  a  fastener  hole,  the 
hole  must  be  inspected  per  Document  D6- 
7170,  Part  6,  51-00-00,  Figure  1.  to  assure 
there  is  no  crack  progression  beyond  fasten¬ 
er  hole,  then  an  additional  tie"  oversize 
should  be  made  and  an  oversize  fastener  in¬ 
stalled. 

(c)  Eddy  current  inspection  per  D6-7170, 
Part  6,  51-00-00,  Plgtu-e  4,  of  crack  ends  must 
be  conducted  at  intervals  not  to  exceed  50 
landings.  Any  crack  progression  necessitates 
repair  in  accordance  with  2  or  3  below  prior 
to  furthw  fiight. 

(d)  Cracks  must  he  permanently  repaired 
within  750  landings,  in  accordance  with  2  or 
3  helow. 

NOTE:  Boeing  Service  Bulletin  No.  3304  will 
have  similar  information  when  Issued. 

2.  Repair  in  accordance  with  procedures 
recximmended  for  approval  by  the  Boeing 
Company  and  approved  by  Chief,  Engineer¬ 
ing  and  Manufacturing  Branch,  FAA  North¬ 
west  Region. 

3.  Repair  in  a  manner  approved  by  Chief, 
Engineering  and  Manufacturing  Branch,  FAA 
Northwest  Region. 

C.  For  the  purpose  of  complying  with  this 
AD,  subject  to  acceptance  by  the  assigned 
FAA  maintenance  Inspector,  the  number  of 
landings  may  be  determined  by  dividing  each 
airpianeh  hoars'  time-ln-servlce  by  the  op- 
eratm's  fleet  average  time  from  takeoff  to 
landing  for  the  airplane  type. 

D.  This  AD  may  be  amended  at  a  later  date 
to  Include  repetitive  Inspections. 

The  manufacturer’s  specifications  and 
procedures  Identified  and  described  in 
this  directive  are  incorporated  herein 
and  made  a  part  hereof  pursuant  to  5 
UB.C.  552(a)(1). 

All  persons  affected  by  this  directive 
who  have  not  already  received  these  doc¬ 
uments  from  the  manufacturer  may  ob¬ 
tain  copies  upon  request  to  Boeing  Com¬ 
mercial  Airplane  Company,  P.O.  Box 
3707,  Seattle,  Washlngtim  98124.  The 
documents  may  also  be  examined  at  FAA 
Northwest  Region,  9010  East  Marginal 
Way  South,  Seattle,  Washington. 

Tills  amendment  becomes  effective  on 
March  29.  1977. 

Note:  An  evaluation  of  the  anticipated 
impacts  has  been  made,  and  it  is  expected 
that  the  final  regulation  is  neither  costly 
nor  controversial.  The  preparation  of  an  Eco¬ 
nomic  Impact  Statement  under  Executive 
Order  11821,  as  amended  by  Elxecutlve  Order 
11949,  and  OMB  Circular  A-107  is  not  re¬ 
quired. 

(Secs.  313(a),  601  and  603  of  the  Federal 
Aviation  Act  of  1958  (  49  n.S.C.  1354(a),  1421, 
and  1423)  and  of  Section  6(c)  of  the  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Transportation  Act  (49  U.S.C. 
1656(c)).) 

Issued  in  Seattle,  Washington  on 
March  15, 1977, 

J.  H.  Tanner, 

Acting  Director, 
Northwest  Region. 

Note:  The  ln(x>rporatlon  by  reference  pro¬ 
visions  in  the  doctiment  was  approved  by  the 
Director  of  the  Federal  Register  on  Septem¬ 
ber  30,  1975. 

[FR  Doc.77-8734  Filed  3-23-77;8:45  am] 
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[Docket  No.  77-CE-5-AD;  Amdt.  39-2863] 

PART  39— AIRWORTHINESS  DIRECTIVES 

Cessna  TP206,  TU206,  T207  and  T210 
Series  Airplanes 

AGENCY :  Federal  Aviation  Administra- 

ACTION;  Pinal  Rule. 

SUMMARY:  This  amendment  to  Part  39 
of  the  Federal  Aviation  Regulations  (14 
cm  Part  39)  prescribes  an  Airworthi¬ 
ness  Directive  (AD)  applicable  to  certain 
Cessna  TP206,  TU206,  T207  and  T210 
series  airplanes.  It  requires  replacement 
of  the  turbocharger  center  housing  in 
accordance  with  Cessna  Service  Letter 
SE77-3,  (Supplement  No.  2).  This  ac¬ 
tion  will  remove  from  service  those  hous¬ 
ings  having  thrust  bearing  anti-rotation 
pins  which  may  break  or  work  free.  If 
either  occurs  these  pins  may  be  carried 
to  the  turbocharger  scavenge  pump 
causing  seizure  of  the  pump  and  failure 
of  the  oil  pressure  and  scavenge  pump 
drive  shaft.  This  condition  will  in  turn 
cause  oiglne  oil  starvation  and  power 
loss  which  may  result  in  an  aircraft 
accident. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  March  29.  1977,  to 
all  perscms  except  those  to  whom  it  was 
made  effective  earlier  by  air  mall  letters 
dated  March  1. 1977. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CON¬ 
TACT: 

E.  J.  Griffin,  Chief,  Engineering  and 
Manufacturing  Branch,  Federal  Avia¬ 
tion  Administration,  Central  Region, 
601  East  12th  Street,  Kansas  City, 
Missouri  64106;  telephone  (816-374- 
3446). 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 
The  agency  has  determined  that  the 
problem  described  in  the  Summary  is  an 
unsafe  condlticm  which  is  likely  to  exist 
or  develop  in  other  products  of  the  same 
tirpe  design  as  set  forth  in  S  39.1  of  the 
Federal  Aviation  Regulations  (14  C!FR 
39.1).  Since  the  agency  determined  that 
an  emergency  situation  existed  and  that 
immediate  corrective  action  was  re¬ 
quired.  notice*  and  public  procedure 
thereon  were  impracticable  and  cmitrary 
to  the  public  interest.  Accordingly,  all 
registered  owners/operators  of  the  af¬ 
fected  aircraft  were  notified  by  air  mail 
letter  dated  March  1,  1977,  of  the  AD 
which  became  effective  to  those  individ¬ 
uals  upon  receipt  of  the  letter  notifica¬ 
tion.  Since  the  imsafe  condition  still 
exists,  the  AD  is  being  published  in  the 
Federal  Register  as  an  amendment  to 
Part  39  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Regula¬ 
tions  (14  CFR  Part  39)  to  make  it  ef¬ 
fective  as  to  all  persons  who  did  not 
receive  the  letter  of  notification. 

Note:  The  Federal  Aviation  Administra¬ 
tion  has  determined  that  this  document  does 
not  contain  a  major  proposal  requiring 
preparation  of  an  Economic  Impact  State¬ 
ment  under  Executive  Order  11821,  as 
amended  by  Executive  Order  1 1949,  and  OMB 
Circular  A-107. 

In  ccmsideration  of  the  foregoing  and 
pursuant  to  the  authority  delegated  to 


me  by  the  Administrator,  14  CFR  11.89 
(31  FR  13697) .  §  39.13  of  Part  39  (14  CFR 
39.13)  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Regula- 
tlcms  is  amended  by  adding  the  following 
new  AD. 

Cessna.  Applies  to  TP206  (Serial  Numbers 
P20d-0191  thru  P20600647).  TD206  (Serial 
Numbers  D206-0487  thru  V20603682). 
T207  (Serial  Numbers  20700001  thru 
20700377)  and  T210  (Serial  Numbers 
T210-0001  thru  T310-0464  and  Serial  Num¬ 
bers  21059200  thru  21061733)  series  air¬ 
planes  certificated  in  all  categories. 

To  preclude  engine  oil  pump  faUure  due  to 
contamination  by  the  turbo  charger  thrust 
bearing  anti-rotation  pins,  within  the  next 
10  hotirs'  time  in  service  after  the  effective 
date  of  this  AO,  accomplish  the  following: 

(A)  Check  the  turbocharger  nameplate  to 

determine  If  the  serial  number  is  prefixed  by 
any  of  the  following  letter  combinations: 
EF— EFTt,  EG— EOR,  EB— ElDt,  El— EUt, 
EJ— EJlt,  El,— EliR,  FA— FAlt, 

Fi^— ImR,  FC— FCB,  F^V— FDR,  Fs:— FER, 
FF — FFR,  FG — ^FGR,  FH — FHR,  FI — FIR, 
FJ— FJR,  FK— FKR,  FL— FLR,  OA— GAR, 
OB— GBR. 

(B)  If  the  serial  number  on  the  turbo- 
char^r  nameplate  Is  not  prefixed  by  any  of 
the  letter  combinations  set  forth  In  Para¬ 
graph  A,  make  an  entry  In  the  aircraft  main¬ 
tenance  records  Indicating  this  finding  and 
no  fmther  action  Is  required. 

(C)  If  the  serial  number  on  the  turbo¬ 
charger  nam^late  Is  prefixed  by  any  of  the 
lettw  combinations  set  forth  in  Paragraph 
A,  replace  the  turbocharger  center  housing 
In  acc<Hdanoe  with  Cessna  Service  Letter 
SE77-S,  (Supplement  No.  2)  dated  February 
26,  1977,  or  later  approved  revisions. 

(D)  Airplanes  may  be  fiown  In  accordance 
with  FAR  21.197  to  a  location  where  the 
modification  required  by  Paragraph  C  may  be 
accomplished. 

(B)  Any  equivalent  method  of  compliance 
with  this  AD  must  be  approved  by  the  Chief, 
Engineering  and  Manufacturing  Branch, 
FAA,  Central  Region. 

Non  1.  Ihe  manufacturer  has  scheduled 
for  production  sufficient  modification  kits  to 
accomplish  this  Airworthiness  Directive  on 
the  estimated  number  of  affected  airplanes. 
Owners  should  determine  whether  their  air¬ 
plane  has  a  turbocharger  Installed  that  falls 
within  the  affected  serial  number  range  and 
order  kits  as  soon  as  possible  to  allow  ade¬ 
quate  time  for  their  repair  agency  to  receive 
these  parts  prior  to  expiration  of  this  com¬ 
pliance  time. 

(Secs.  S13(a).  601  and  603  of  the  Federal 
Aviation  Act  of  1958,  as  amended,  (49  UJ3.C. 
1364(a).  1421  and  1423);  Sec.  e(c)  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Transportation  Act  (49  UJ3.C. 
1655(c)).) 

Dated:  March  11,  1977,  to  become  ef¬ 
fective  March  29,  1977. 

C.  R.  Melugin,  Jr., 
Director,  Central  Region. 
[FR  Doo.77-8731  FUed  3-23-77:8:46  am] 

[Airspace  Docket  No.  76-AL-12] 

PART  71— DESIGNATION  OF  FEDERAL 
AIRWAYS.  AREA  LOW  ROUTES,  CON¬ 
TROLLED  AIRSPACE,  AND  REPORTING 
POINTS 

Transition  Area  Alteration 

On  January  24,  1977,  a  Notice  of  Pro¬ 
posed  Rulemaking  (NPRM)  was  pub¬ 
lished  in  the  Federal  Register  (42  PH 
4133)  stating  that  the  Federal  Aviation 
Administration  (FAA)  w’as  considering 
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an  amendment  to  Part  71  of  the  Federal 
Aviation  Regxilations  that  would  alter  the 
Yakataga,  Alaska,  Transition  Area. 

Interested  persons  were  afforded  an  op¬ 
portunity  to  participate  in  the  proposed 
rulemaking  through  the  submission  of 
comments.  The  only  comment  received 
was  favorable. 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing,  Part 
71  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Regulations  is 
amended,  effective  0901  G.m.t.,  June  16, 
1977,  as  hereinafter  set  forth. 

Section  71.181  (42  FR  440)  is  amended 
by  deleting  the  Yakataga,  Alaska,  text 
and  substituting  the  following: 

That  airspace  extending  upward  from  700 
feet  above  the  surface  within  a  5-mile  radius 
of  the  Takataga  Airport  (Lat.  0O*O4'67"  N., 
Liong.  142*a0'30"  W.);  within  3  nUlea  each 
side  of  the  268*  bearing  from  the  Takacaga 
NDB,  extending  from  the  5-mUe  radius  area 
to  18  miles  west  of  the  NDB. 

(Sec.  307(a)  and  1110  erf  the  Federal  Avia¬ 
tion  Act  of  1968  (  49  0.8.0.  1348(a),  and 
1610),  Executive  Order  10854  (24  FR  9565) 
and  Sec.  6(c)  of  the  Department  of  Trans¬ 
portation  Act  (49  UB.O.  1665(c)).) 

Issued  In  Washlngtcm,  D.C.,  on  March 
18,  1977. 

William  E.  Broadwater, 

Chief.  Airsjxice  and  Air 
Traffic  Rules  Division. 

[FR  Doc.77-8729  Filed  3-23-77;  8:45  am] 


[Airspace  Docket  No.  76-SW-64] 

'  PART  71— DESIGNATION  OF  FEDERAL 
AIRWAYS,  AREA  LOW  ROUTES,  CON¬ 
TROLLED  AIRSPACE,  AND  REPORTING 
POINTS 

Alteration  of  Transition  Area 
Correction 

In  FR  Doc.  77-7395  appearing  at  page 
13819  In  the  Issue  for  Monday,  March  14, 
1977,  In  the  third  paragraph,  the  23r<l 
line  should  read  “separation  from  the 
Dallas-Fort  Worth  terminal  control  area. 
The  Dallas-FV>rt  Worth  •  •  •” 


[Airspace  Docket  No.  77-OL-3] 

PART  73 — SPECIAL  USE  AIRSPACE 
Alteration  of  a  Restricted  Area 

The  purpose  of  this  amendment  to 
Part  73  of  the  F^eral  Aviation  Regula¬ 
tions  is  to  revoke  that  part  of  Restricted 
Area  R — 4201  SUBAREA  A.  Camp  Gray¬ 
ling.  Mich.,  above  23,000  feet  MSL. 

Revocation  of  that  portion  of  Rr-4201A 
above  23,000  feet  MSL  was  requested  by 
the  Department  of  the  Army  because  this 
airspace  is  no  longer  required  for  their 
present  operation. 

Since  this  amendment  makes  avail¬ 
able  for  public  use  airspace  from  which 
the  public  was  previously  restricted. 


thereby  relieving  a  restriction  upon  the 
public,  it  is  a  minor  matter  in  which  the 
public  would  have  no  particular  interest 
and  notice  and  public  procedure  thereon 
are  unnecessary.  Moreover,  since  it  re¬ 
lieves  a  restriction,  it  may  become 
effective  immediately. 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing,  Part 
73  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Regulations  is 
amended,  effective  on  March  24,  1977  as 
hereinafter  set  forth. 

§  73.42  (42  FR  682)  is  amended  as  fol¬ 
lows:  In  R-4201  Camp  Grayling.  Mich., 
SUBAREA  A.  “Surface  to  29,000  feet 
MSL.”  is  deleted  and  “Surface  to  23,000 
feet  MSL.”  is  substituted  therefor. 

(Sec.  307(a)  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Act  of 
1958  (  49  n.S.C.  1348(a))  and  See.  8(e)  of  the 
Department  of  Transportation  Act  (49  D.S.C. 
1655(e)).) 

Issued  in  Washington.  D.C..  on  March 
15,  1977. 

William  E.  Broadwater. 

Chief.  Airspace  and  Air 
Traffic  Rules  Division. 

[FR  Doe.77-8730  FUed  3-23-77;8;45  am] 


SUBCHAPTER  F-^IR  TRAFFIC  AND  GENERAL 
OPERATING  RULES 

[Docket  No.  16608;  Arndt.  95-271  ] 

PART  95 — IFR  ALTITUDES 
Miscellaneous  Changes 

The  purpose  of  this  amendment  to 
Part  95  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Regula¬ 
tions  (14  CFR  Chapter  I)  is  to  make 
changes  in  the  IFR  ajtitudes  at  which  all 
aircraft  shall  be  flown  over  a  specified 
route  or  any  portion  of  a  route.  These 
altitudes,  when  used  in  conjunction  with 
the  current  changeover  points  for  the 
routes  or  portions  of  routes,  also  assure 
navigational  coverage  that  is  adequate 
and  free  of  frequency  interference. 

Since  situations  exist  which  demand 
Immediate  action  in  the  interest  of 
safety,  I  find  that  compliance  with'lhe 
notice  and  procedure  provisions  of  the 
Administrative  Procedure  Act  is  imprac¬ 
ticable  and  that  good  cause  exists  for 
making  this  amendment  effective  within 
less  than  30  days  from  publication. 

(Secs.  307  and  1110  of  tbe  Fedeml  Aviation 
Act  of  1958  (  49  U.S.C.  1348  and  1510) ;  and 
sec.  6(c)  of  tbe  Department  of  Transporta¬ 
tion  Act  (49  U.S.C.  1655(C)).) 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing  and 
pursuant  to  the  authority  delegated  to 
me  by  the  Administrator  (24  FR  5662). 
Subpart  C  of  Part  95  of  the  Federal  Avi¬ 
ation  Regulations  is  amended  as  fol¬ 
lows,  effective  April  21,  1977. 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.,  on  March 
17.  1977. 

James  M.  Vines, 

Chief. 

Aircraft  Programs  Division, 

(FR  Doc.77-8733  Filed  3-23-77:8:46  am] 
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m.iooi 

DIRECT  ROUJES-U.S. 

Boltomo  Rootet 

it  Moodod  oddiof: 

64V 

FROM 

TO 

MEA 

Bitcojmo  Boy,  Flo.  VOR 

Lonni  INT,  Flo. 

•2000 

Kctsel,  W.Vo.  VOR 

Cumberlond,  Md.  NOB 

4500 

•1600-MOCA 

Montebello,  Vo.  VOR 

Elkint,  W.Vo.  VOR 

6600 

Lonni  INT,  Flo. 

Seamy  INT,  Flo. 

•2000 

Kestel,  W.Vo.  VOR 

Montebello,  Vo.  VOR 

6000 

•1200-MOCA 

Cumberland,  Md.  NOB 

Mortinsburg,  W.Vo.  VOR 

4600 

Seomy  INT,  Flo. 

Munro  INT,  Bh. 

•4000 

Sulph  INT,  Ark. 

Redie  INT,  Ark. 

2500 

•1200-MOCA 

Redie  INT,  Ark. 

Little  Reck,  Ark.  VOR 

3300 

Munro  INT,  Bh. 

Freeport,  Bh.  VOR 

1500 

195.1001 

DIRECT  ROUTES-U.S. 

it  omoodod  to  doloto; 

§95.1001 

DIRECT  ROUTES-U.S. 

FROM 

TO 

MEA 

it  emended  to  reed  io  port: 

Kremmling  Colo.  VORTAC 

Conifer  INT,  Cole. 

‘16000 

FROM 

TO 

MEA 

•15600-MOCA 

MAA-37000 

Abilene,  Tex.  VOR 

Guthrie,  Tex.  VOR 

•4300 

Krcmmling,  Cole.  VORTAC 

‘Longmont  INT,  Colo. 

••16000 

VIAABI  311/GTH  175 

•15600-MCA  Longmont  INT,  W-bound 

•3600-MOCA 

••15200-MOCA 

FROM/rO 


§95.5S00  HIGH  ALTITUDE  RNAV 

CHANGEOVER  POINT 
TOTAL  DISTANCE  FROM 

DISTANCE  GEOGRAPHIC  LOCATION 


ROUTES 

TRACK  ANGLE  MEA  MAA 


J937R  is  amended  to  read  in  part: 
Leafs,  Calif.  W/P  139 

Sawed,  Calif.  W/P 


28000  45000 

053/233  to  SAWED 


§95.6001  VOR  FEDERAL  AIRWAY  1  §95.6012  VOR  FEDERAL  AIRWAY  12 

it  to  rood  io  port:  it  oatodtd  to  rood  io  port: 


FROM 

TO 

MEA 

FROM 

TO 

MEA 

•Plonfer  INT.  S.C. 

Grand  Strand,  S.C.  VOR 

2000 

Allegheny,  Po.  VOR 

Int.  092  M  rod  Allegheny  VOR 

4000 

•2500-MRA 

&  002  M  rod  Indion  Heod  VOR 

Grand  Strand,  S.C.  VOR 

Ash  INT,  N.C. 

2000 

INT  092  M  rod  Allegheny  VOR 

Johnttown,  Po.  VOR 

4900 

Grand  Strand,  S.C.  VOR 

‘Chatham  INT,  N.C. 

&  002  M  rod  Indian  Heod  VOR 

Vio  E  alter. 

Via  E  olter. 

“2000 

‘Polmdole,  Calif.  VOR 

Helendole  DME  Fix,  Colif. 

•3000-MRA 

E-bound 

7500 

••1600-MOCA 

W-bound 

6000 

‘6300-MCA  Palmdale  VOR,  SW  bound 

Helendole  OME  Fix,  Colif. 

Hector,  Colif.  VOR 

7500 

§95.6013  VOR  FEDERAL  AIRWAY  13 

§95.6007  VOR  FEDERAL  AIRWAY  7 

it  omended  to  rood  io  port: 

it 

omeodod  to  rood  io  port: 

FROM 

TO 

MEA 

FROM 

TO 

MEA 

Humble,  Tex.  VOR 

Ooitetto,  Tex.  VOR 

Dothan.  Alo.  VOR 

Skipo  INT,  Alo. 

2000 

Vie  E  oiler. 

Via  E  alter. 

‘2000 

Skipo  INT,  Alo. 

Montgomery,  Alo.  VOR 

2400 

‘1600-MOCA 
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tlS40l«  VOR  FEDERAL  AIRWAY  it 

{*5.8134  VOR  FEDERAL  AIRWAY  138 

U 

aaoadad  la  rood  ia  aot*' 

it  aaaadod  la  road  ia  pm 

FROM 

TO 

MEA 

FROM  '  YD 

MEA 

Pr«4«  INT,  C«M. 

Ontv.o,  Cal.l.  VOR 

4000 

Foyaitauilla.  N.C.  VOR  Grand  Strand.  S.C.  VOR 

‘3000 

‘I600-MOCA 

itS.M35 

VOR  FEDERAL  AIRWAY  35 

U  M  rt«4  i*  ^art; 

FROM 

TO 

MEA 

Merianleon,  W.Va.  VOR 

Nawton  INT,  Pa. 

{*541*0  VOR  FEDERAL  AIRWAY  1*0 

Via  W  altar. 

Via  W  altar. 

5000 

it  taandad  ta  road  in  yart. 

Ntwion  INT,  Pa. 

Quarry  INT,  Pa. 

FROM  TO 

MEA 

Via  W  altar. 

Via  W  altar. 

4000 

Taddi  INT,  Aril.  ‘Saitt  INT.  Ar.  i. 

*12000 

Quarry  INT,  Pa. 

Johnttorrn,  Pa.  VOR 

‘14000-44RA 

Via  W  altar. 

Via  W  altar. 

5000 

tMEA  It  attoblitbad  aitb  a  pop  mi  navigation  tignol  covorofa 

SuH'loo*  Mtn,  N.C.  VOR 

‘Butic  INT,  N.C 

SOOO 

'10000-MCA  Butic 

INT,  N-bound 

Butic  INT,  N.C. 

Roont  INT,  N.C 

*11000 

'9000-MOCA 

{*5  8213  VOR  FEDERAL  AIRWAY  213 

*Roafli  INT,  N.C. 

Holtton  Mountain,  Tonn  VOR 

7000 

it  aaaadad  la  rood  ia  n't- 

‘9000-MCA  Roant  1 

INT,  S-bound 

FROM  TO 

MEA 

Grand  Strand,  S.C.  VOR  ‘Chotbam  INT,  S.C 

“2000 

4tS.«43$VOR  FEDERAL  AIRWAY  3S 

‘3000-MRA 

it  aaandad  ta  dalata: 

“I600-MOCA 

FROM 

TO 

MEA 

St.  Palartburg,  Flo.  VOR 

‘CraylitcK  INT,  Fla. 

Via  W  altar. 

Via  W  altar. 

“2500 

*4000-MRA 

••ISOO-MOCA 

{*5.8284  VOR  FEDERAL  AIRWAY  284 

*Crayiith  INT,  Fla. 

Crott  City,  Fla  VOR 

it  artandad  la  raad  la  aart 

Via  W  altar.. 

Vio  W  altar 

“5000 

from  to 

MEA 

'4000-MRA 

Prado  INT,  Colli.  Ontario,  Colii.  VOR 

•♦1400-MOCA 

Via  S  altar  Via  S  altar 

4000 

«fS.MS3 

VOR  FEDERAL  AIRWAY  53 

it  aaiaa4t4  ta  rta4  ia  aart 

FROM 

TO 

MEA 

Suya'laal  Mtn,  N.C.  VOR 

‘Butic  INT,  N  C 

8000 

{*5.8287  VOR  FEDERAL  AIRWAY  287 

*10006-MCA  Butic 

INT,  N-bound 

it  aoiaadad  ta  raad  in  aart. 

Butic  INT,  N.C. 

Roont  INT,  N  C 

‘11000 

FROM  TO 

MEA 

’9000-MOCA 

Pabakea,  Flo.  VOR  Diddy  INT,  Fla. 

‘2000 

‘Roam  INT,  N.C. 

Hollton  Mountain,  Tonn.  VOR 

7000 

‘1400-440CA 

*900(U4CA  Room  INT,  S  bound 

Diddy  INT,  Fla.  Bo  rn  INT,  Flo 

‘2000 

‘1300 -MOCA 

SfS.i074  VOR  FEDERAL  AIRWAY  74 
it  ••tii4t4  !•  r*t4  in  rtrt; 


FROM 

TO 

MEA 

Oodga  City,  Kant.  VOR 

‘Solar  INT,  Kant 

“4300 

{*54203  VOR  FEDERAL  AIRwaY  203 

‘4000-MRA 

it  added  ta  read: 

“3700-MOCA 

FROM 

TO 

MEA 

Saal  Baoch,  Calii.  VOR 

March,  Cal.l.  VOR 

8000 

March,  Call!.  VOR 

‘Lucar  INT,  Cal.l. 

10500 

‘9300-MCA  Lucar  INT,  SW-bound 

{95.80*8  VOR  FEDERAL  AIRWAY  98 

Lucar  INT,  CaliL 

Hector,  Colli.  VOR 

•9000 

it  aaandad  ta  raad  ia  aart: 

‘8000 -MOCA 

FROM 

TO 

MEA 

. 

Fort  Woyno,  Ind.  VOR 

Wotefvilit,  Ohio  VOR 

2500 

{*5.80*7  VOR  FEDERAL  AIRWAY  *7 

it  aaatdad  ta  dalata. 

{*5.820* 

VOR  FEDERAL  AIRWAY  28* 

FROM 

TO 

mEa 

it 

omaadad  to  read  ia  gart: 

St.  Patartburg,  Flo.  VOR 

‘Croylith  INT,  Flo 

FROM 

TO 

MEA 

Via  W  altar. 

Via  W  altar 

“2500 

Baoumoni,  Tea.  VOR 

Siltbae  INT,  Tat 

‘4000-44RA 

Via  E  alter. 

Via  E  altar 

‘2000 

“1500-MOCA 

‘1600-MOCA 

Craylitb  INT,  Fla. 

‘Scolloa  INT,  Flo 

Beaumont,  Tat.  VOR 

Honey  INT,  Tat 

‘2000 

Via  W  altar. 

Via  W  altar. 

“3400 

‘1600-MOCA 

‘3000-MRA 

Honey  INT,  Tai. 

Luik.n,  Tat  VOR 

‘3000 

“I200-MOCA 

‘1600-MOCA 
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§95.6295 

VOR  FEDERAL  AIRWAY  295 

if  amended  to  read  in  port: 

FROM 

TO 

MEA 

Biscoyne  Bey,  Flo.  VOR 

Lonni  INT,  Flo. 

•2000 

•  1600-MOCA 

Lonni  INT,  Flo. 

Seomy  INT7 Flo. 

•2000 

•1200-MOCA 

Seamy  INT,  Fla. 

Blufi  INT,  Flo 

•5000 

•1200-MOCA 

Blufi  INT.  Fla. 

Stoop  INT,  Flo. 

•3500 

•1200-MOCA 

Stoop  INT,  Flo. 

•Vihin  INT.  Flo. 

2000 

•4000-MRA 

V.kin  INT,  Flo. 

Vero  Beoch,  Flo.  VOR 

2000 

Vero  Beoch,  Flo.  VOR 

Boirn  INT,  Flo. 

•2000 

•1400-MOCA 

Boirn  INT,  Flo. 

Orlando,  Flo.  VOR 

2000 

§95.6306 

VOR  FEDERAL  AIRWAY  306 

is 

omended  to  rood  in  port: 

FROM 

TO 

MEA 

Doisetto,  Tex.  VOR 

Silsbee  INT,  Tex. 

•2000 

•1600-MOCA 

Humble,  Tex.  VOR 

Doisetto,  Tex.  VOR 

Via  S  alter. 

Vio  S  alter. 

*2000 

•1600-MOCA 

Doisetto,  Tex.  VOR 

Beoumont,  Tex.  VOR 

Via  S  alter. 

Via  S  alter. 

•2000 

•1500-MOCA 

§95.6319  VOR  FEDERAL  AIRWAY  319 

is  1 

omended  to  rood  in  port: 

FROM 

TO 

MEA 

‘Hopit  INT,  Alos. 

Cento  DmE  Fix,  Alos. 

••#9000 

•15000-MRA 

••2000-MOCA 

vMEA  si  established  with  o  gop  in  novigotion  signol 

coveroge. 

§95.6343 

VOR  FEDERAL  AIRWAY  343 

is 

amended  to  reed  in  port: 

FROM 

TO 

MEA 

Goley  INT,  Mont. 

Botemon,  Mont.  VOR 

S-bound 

11500 

N-bound 

8000 

Botemon,  Mont.  VOR 

Oulde  INT,  Mont. 

8000 

Oulde  INT,  Mont. 

Drummond,  Mont.  VOR 

•10800 

•10200-MCA  Oulde  INT.  W-bound 

§95.6440 

VOR  FEDERAL  AIRWAY  440 

is 

omended  to  read  in  port: 

FROM 

TO 

MEA 

Solis  DmE  Fix,  Alos. 

‘Hopit  INT,  Alas. 

••#9000 

•15000-MRA 

••2000-MOCA 

«MEA  is  established  with  a  gop  in  novigotion  signal 

coveroge. 

Hopit  INT,  Alos. 

Cento  OME  Fix,  Alos. 

•#9000 

•2000 -MOCA 

sMEA  1$  establi^he<l  with  o  gap  in  navigation  signal  coverage. 


§9S.«444  VOR  FEDERAL  AIRWAY  444 
is  •■■cnde4  to  reod  in  patt- 

FROM  TO  MEA 

Evonsvilic,  Alas.  NOB  Betties,  Alas  VOR  3500 

Betties,  Alas.  VOR  ‘Cycle  OME  Fi«,  Alos.  3500 

'4400-MCA  Cycle  DME  Fix,  SE-bound 


§95.6504  VOR  FEDERAL  AIRWAY  504 

is  omended  to  read  in  part: 

from  to  MEA 

*Konut  OME  Fix,  Alas.  Betties,  Alas.  VOR  **3500 

*4400-MCA  Konut  OME  Fix,  SE-bound 
••3200-MOCA 

Betties,  Alas.  VOR  Evansville,  Alas.  NOB  ‘3500 

•3200-MOCA 


§95.6506  VOR  FEDERAL  AIRWAY  506 

is  omended  to  read  in  part: 


FROM 

TO 

MEA 

Marsi  DME  Fix,  Alos. 

Kriss  INT,  Alos  ‘ 

#7000 

•3100-MOCA 

#MEA  is  established 

with  0  gap  in  novigotion  signol  coveroge. 

Kriss  INT,  Alos. 

Nome,  Alos.  VOR 

•5500 

•3200-MOCA 

Nome,  Alos.  VOR 

Marie  DME  Fix,  Alos. 

•6000 

•5700-MOCA 

Marie  DME  Fix,  Alos. 

Setup  DmE  Fix,  Alos. 

•7000 

•5700-MOCA 

Setup  DME  Fix,  Alas. 

Kotzebue.  Alos.  VOR 

2000 

Kotzebue,  Alas.  VOR 

Hothom,  Alos.  NDB 

2000 

Eskar  DME  Fix,  Alas. 

Kotzebue,  Alos.  VOR 

Vio  W  olter. 

Via  W  alter. 

2000 

Kotzebue,  Alas.  VOR 

Hothom,  Alos.  NDB 

Vio  W  olter. 

Vio  W  olter. 

2000 

§95.6510  VOR  FEDERAL  AIRWAY  510 

is  amended  to  icod  in  port; 

from  to  MEA 

Seven  INT,  Alas.  Big  Lake,  Alas.  VOR  6000 
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§95.7052  JET  ROUTE  NO.  52  it  oatndtd  by  oddiiif: 


FROM 

TO 

MEA 

MAA 

U.S.  Conodion  Border 

Spokone,  Wosh.  VORTAC 

18000 

45000 

Spokane,  Wash.  VORTAC 

Salmon,  Ida.  VORTAC 

18000 

45000 

Solmon,  Ido.  VORTAC 

Dubois,  Ida.  VORTAC 

18000 

45000 

Dubois,  Ida.  VORTAC 

Rock  Springs,  Wyo.  VORTAC 

18000 

45000 

Rock  Springs,  Wyo.  VORTAC 

Denver,  Colo.  VORTAC  , 

il23000 

45000 

HfMEA  is  established  with  o  gop  in  novigation  signol  coveroge. 

§95.7552  JET  ROUTE  NO. 

552  is  odded  to  read: 

FROM 

TO 

MEA 

MAA 

Sault  Ste.  Marie,  Mich.  VORTAC 

U.S.  Canadian  Border 

18000 

45000 

By  amending  Sub-part  D 

as  follows: 

§95.8003  VOR  FEDERAL  AIRWAY  CHANGEOVER  POINTS 

AIRWAY  SEGMENT 

CHANGEOVER  POINTS 

FROM 

TO 

DISTANCE  FROM 

V-12  is  omended  by  oddingr 
Dayton,  Ohio  VOR 

Appleton,  Ohio  VOR 

37 

Dayton 

V-13  is  amended  to  delete: 

Humble,  Tex.  VOR 

Doisetto,  Tex.  VOR 

- 

Via  E  alter. 

Via  E  alter. 

30 

Humble 

V-96  is  omended  to  read  in  port: 

Ft.  Wayne,  Ind.  VOR 

Woterville,  Ohio  VOR 

32 

Ft.  Wayne 

V-306  is  omended  to  delete: 
Humble,  Tex.  VOR 

Daisetta,  Tex.  VOR 

Via  S  alter. 

Via  S  alter. 

30 

Humble 
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(Docket  No.  16588;  Arndt.  1065] 

PART  97— STANDARD  INSTRUMENT 
APPROACH  PROCEDURES 

Recent  Changes  and  Additions 

This  amendment  to  Part  97  of  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Aviation  Regulations  incorporates 
by  reference  therein  changes  and  addi¬ 
tions  to  the  Standard  Instrument  Ap¬ 
proach  Procedures  (SIAPs)  that  were 
recently  adopted  by  the  Administrator 
to  promote  safety  at  the  airports  con¬ 
cerned. 

The  complete  SIAPs  for  the  changes 
and  additions  covered  by  this  amendment 
are  described  in  PAA  Forms  8260-3, 
8260-4,  or  8260-5  and  made  a  part  of  the 
public  rule  making  dockets  of  the  FAA 
in  accordance  with  the  procedures  set 
forth  in  Amendment  No.  97-969  (35  FR 
5609) . 

SIAPs  are  available  for  examination  at 
the  Rules  Docket  and  at  the  National 
Flight  Data  Center,  Federal  Aviation  Ad¬ 
ministration,  800  Independence  Avenue, 
S.W..  Washington,  D.C.  20591.  Copies  of 
SIAPs  adopted  in  a  particular  region  are 
also  available  for  examination  at  the 
headquarters  of  that  region.  Individual 
copies  of  SIAPs  may  be  purchased  from 
the  PAA  Public  Information  Center, 
AIS-230, 800  Independence  Avenue.  S.W., 
Washington.  D.C.  20591  or  from  the  ap¬ 
plicable  FAA  regional  office  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  the  fee  schedule  prescribed  in 
49  CTR  7.85.  This  fee  is  payable  in  ad¬ 
vance  and  may  be  paid  by  check,  draft, 
cr  postal  money  order  payable  to  the 
Treasurer  of  the  United  States.  A  weekly 
transmittal  of  all  SIAP  changes  and  ad¬ 
ditions  may  be  obtained  by  subscription 
at' an  annual  rate  of  $150.00  per  annum 
from  the  Superintendent  of  Documents. 
U.S.  Goyemment  Printiner  Office.  Wash¬ 
ington.  D.C.  20402.  Additional  copies 
mailed  to  the  same  address  may  be 
ordered  for  $30.00  each. 

Since  a  situation  exists  that  requires 
Imm^iate  adoption  of  this  amendment, 
I  find  that  further  notice  and  public  pro¬ 
cedure  hereon  is  impracticable  and  good 
cause  exists  for  making  it  effectiye  in 
less  than  30  days. 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing. 
Part  97  of  the  Federal  Ayiation  Regula¬ 
tions  is  amended  as  follows,  effective  on 
the  dates  specified. 

1.  Section  97.23  is  amended  by  origi¬ 
nating.  amending,  or  canceling  the  fol¬ 
lowing  VOR-VOR/DME  SIAPs,  effective 
May  5,  1977. 

Lake  Havasu  City,  AZ — Lake  Havasu  City, 
VOR/DME-A.  Arndt.  2 

Miami.  FL — Opa  Locka  Arpt.,  VOR  Rwy  9L, 
Arndt.  11 

Lockport,  IL — Lewls-Lockport  Arpt..  VOR 
Rwy  9,  Arndt.  2 

Morris,  IL — Morris  Municipal,  VOR-A,  Arndt. 
6 

Drbana,  IL — IlUnl  Arpt.,  VOR-A.  Arndt.  7 
Eunice.  LA— Eunice  Arpt.,  VOR/DME-A. 
Arndt.  3 

Martha's  Vineyard,  MA — Martha's  Vineyard 
Arpt.,  VOR  Rwy  6,  Arndt.  2 
Martha's  Vineyard,  MA — Martha's  Vineyard 
Arpt.,  VOR  Rwy  24,  Arndt.  8 
Detroit.  MI— Detroit  City  Arpt..  VOR  Rwy  33, 
Arndt.  17 

Bend.  OR— Bend  Municipal  Arpt.,  VOR/DME 
Rwy  16.  Arndt.  5 
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McMinnville.  OR — McMinnville  Municipal. 
VOR/DME-A,  Amdt.  1 

McMinnville,  OR — McMinnville  Municipal, 
VOR/DME-B,  Original 

Mineral  Wells,  TX — Mineral  Wells  Arpt.,  VOR 
Rwy  31,  Amdt.  9 

•  •  *  effective  April  21. 1977. 

Mobile.  ALr— Bates  Field,  VOR  Rwy  9  (TAC), 
Amdt.  21 

•  •  *  effective  March  31, 1977. 

Beatrice,  NE — Beatrice  Muni  Arpt.,  VOR  Rwy 
13.  Amdt.  9 

•  •  *  effective  March  11. 1977. 

Louisville,  KY — Standlford  Field,  VOR  Rwy 
29  (TAC)  Amdt.  13 

Portage,  WI — Portage  Muni  Arpt.,  VOR/ 
DME-A,  Amdt.  1 

2.  Section  97.25  is  amended  by  origi¬ 
nating,  amending,  or  canceling  the  fol¬ 
lowing  SDF-LOC-LDA  SIAPs,  effective 
May  5.  1977. 

San  Diego,  C  A— Gillespie  Field,  LOC-D, 
Amdt.  3 

•  •  *  effective  March  21,  1977. 

Isllp,  NY— Islip  MacArthur  Arpt.,  LOC  (BC) 
Rwy  24,  Amdt.  4  cancelled 

3.  Section  97.27  is  amended  by  origi¬ 
nating,  amending,  or  canceling  the  fol¬ 
lowing  NDB/ADF  SIAPs,  effective  May  5, 
1977. 

Carmi,  IL — Carmi  Municipal,  NDB  Rwy  ?6, 
Amdt.  1 

Kewanee,  IL — Kewanee  Municipal,  NDB  Rwy 
1,  Amdt.  1 

Kewanee,  IL — Kewanee  Municipal,  NDB  Rwy 
9,  Amdt.  1 

Paris,  IL — Edgar  County  Arpt.,  NDB  Rwy  27, 
Amdt.  1 

De  Ridder,  LA — Beauregard  Parish  Arpt., 
NDB  Rwy  36,  Original 

Martha's  Vineyard,  MA — ^Martha’s  Vineyard 
Arpt.,  NDB  Rwy  24,  Amdt.  17 
Moberly,  MO — Omar  N.  Bradley  Arpt.,  NDB 
Rwy  12,  Original 

Moberly,  MO — Omar  N.  Bradley  Arpt.,  NDB 
Rwy  30,  Original 

Mineral  Wells,  TX— Mineral  Wells  Arpt.,  NDB 
Rwy  31,  Amdt.  1 

•  *  •  effective  April  21,  1977. 

Columbus,  IN — Columbus  Bakalar  Municipal 
Arpt.,  NDB  Rwy  22,  Amdt.  5 

•  *  •  effective  April  7, 1977. 

sterling,  CO— Crosson  Field,  NDB  Rwy  33, 
Original 

Canadian,  TX — Hemphill  County.  NDB  Rwy 

4.  Orig 

•  •  •  effective  March  31. 1977. 

Beatrice,  NE — Beatrice  Muni  Arpt.,  NDB  Rwy 
13,  Amdt.  2 

•  •  *  effective  March  10, 1977. 

LouisvUle,  KY— Standlford  Field,  NDB  Rwy 
29,  Amdt.  10 

4.  Section  97.29  is  amended  by  origi¬ 
nating,  amending,  or  canceling  the  fol¬ 
lowing  ILS  SIAPs,  effective  May  5.  1977. 

Martha’s  Vineyard,  MA — Martha’s  Vineyard 
Arpt.,  ILS  Rwy  24,  Amdt.  2 

•  •  •  effective  April  21.  1977. 

Columbus.  IN — Columbus  Bakalar  Municipal 
Arpt..  ILS  Rwy  22,  Amdt.  2 

•  •  •  effective  March  31, 1977. 

Isllp,  NY — Isllp-MacArtbur  Arpt.,  ILS  Rwy 
24,  Original 

•  *  •  effective  March  11, 1977. 


Chicago  (West  Chicago).  IL— DuPage  Ckiunty 
Arpt.,  ILS  Rwy  10,  Amdt.  1 

•  *  *  effective  March  10. 1977. 

Louisville,  KY— Standlford  Field.  ILS  Rwy 
29,  Amdt.  11  — 

5.  Section  97.31  is  amended  by  origi¬ 
nating,  amending,  or  canceling  the  fol¬ 
lowing  Radar  SIAPs,  effective  March  11, 
1977. 

Louisville,  KY— Standlford  Field,  Radar-1, 
Amdt  13 

6.  Section  97.33  is  amended  by  origi¬ 
nating,  amending,  or  canceling  the  fol¬ 
lowing  RNAV  SIAPs,  effective  May  5, 
1977. 

Miami.  FL — Opa  Locka  Arpt.,  RNAV  Rwy  9L, 
Amdt.  4 

Elgin,  IL — Elgin  Arpt.,  RNAV  Rwy  18,  Amdt. 
4 

*  *  *  effective  April  21, 1977. 

Columbus,  IN — Columbus  Bakalar  Municipal 
Arpt.,  RNAV  Rwy  22.  Amdt.  3 

(Secs.  307,  313,  601,  1110,  Federal  Aviation 
Act  of  1958;  49  u  s  e.  1348,  1354,  1421,  1510, 
and  Sec.  6(c)  Department  of  Transportation 
Act,  49  D.S.C.  1655(c)) 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C..  on 
March  18. 1977. 

James  M.  Vines, 

Chief,  Aircraft  Programs  Division. 

Note. — Incorporation  by  reference  provi¬ 
sions  in  H  97.10  and  97.20  (35  FR  5610)  ap¬ 
proved  by  the  Director  of  the  Federal  Reg¬ 
ister  on  May  12,  1969. 

|FR  Doc.  77-8732  Filed  3-23-77;8:45  am] 


CHAPTER  II— CIVIL  AERONAUTICS 
BOARD 

SUBCHAPTER  A— ECONOMIC  REGULATIONS 

(Reg.  ERr-990.  Amdt.  33) 

PART  221— CONSTRUCTION,  PUBLICA¬ 
TION,  FILING  AND  POSTING  OF  TARIFFS 
OF  AIR  CARRIERS  AND  FOREIGN  AIR 
CARRIERS 

Overbooking  Disclosure — Clarifying 
Amendment 

Adopted  by  the  Civil  Aeronautics  Board 
at  i  s  office  in  Washington.  D.C..  March 
21.  1977. 

AGENCY:  Civil  Aeronautics  Board. 
ACTION:  Final  rule. 

SUMMARY:  This  amendment  clarifies 
the  applicability  of  the  overbooking  dis¬ 
closure  regulation  recently  issued  by  the 
Board.  -• 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  April  3.  1977. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CON¬ 
TACT: 

Simon  J.  Eilenberg,  Rules  Division. 
Civil  Aehinautics  Board,  1825  Con--— 
necticutJ  Avenue,  Washington,  D.C. 
20428,  2()C-673-5442. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 
Regulation  ER-987.’  issued  February  28, 
1977,  amended  Part  221  of  the  Board’s 
Economic  Regulations  (14  CFR  Part  221) 
so  as  to  require  that  all  air  carriers  and 
foreign  air  carriers  subject  to  Part  221 


' '  42  FR  12420,  March  4, 1977. 
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give  prescribed  types  of  notice,  within 
the  United  States,  of  the  fact  that  car¬ 
riers  engage  in  overbooking  practices. 
Because  that  rule  varied  somewhat  frwn 
the  rule  as  proposed,  in  that  the  final 
rule  applied  to  all  carriers  subject  to  Part . 
221  rather  than  only  to  those  carriers 
which  file  overbooking  tariffs,  the  Board 
allowed  ten  days  for  the  filing  of  peti¬ 
tions  for  reconsideration  directed  to  the 
issue  of  the  expanded  applicability  of 
the  rule. 

Petitions  for  clarification  of  ER-987 
have  been  filed  by  the  law  firm  of  Gal- 
land.  Kharasch,  Calkins  b  Short  and  by 
World  Airways,  Inc.  (World) .  Both  peti¬ 
tioners  assert  that  the  literal  text  of  the 
rule  would  require  certificated  supple¬ 
mental  and  all-{»rgo  carriers,  which  are 
subject  to  Part  221,  to  comply  with  the 
overbooking  notice  requirements,  even 
though  the  rule  was  obviotisly  Intended 
to  apply  only  to  individually  ticketed 
passenger  services.  Hierefore,  it  is 
iu*ged.  the  rule  should  be  editorially 
amended  so  as  to  more  accurately  refiect 
the  intended  scope  of  its  coverage. 

In  addition.  World  requests  that  a 
specific  exclusion  from  the  rule  be  made 
with  respect  to  any  scheduled  authority 
that  may  be  granted  to  World  in  the 
pending  “Transcontinental  Low-Fare 
Route  Investigation,”  *  Docket  30356. 
World  contends  that  if  it  is  ultimately 
granted  this  authority,  it  will  neither 
engage  in  overbooking  on  such  sched¬ 
uled  service  nor  act  as  interline  agent 
for  other  carriers. 

Upon  consideration  of  the  petitions 
and  other  relevant  matters,  we  have  de¬ 
termined  to  amend  the  regulation  to 
clarify  that  it  is  applicable  only  to  indi¬ 
vidually  ticketed  scheduled  passenger 
services  performed  by  certificated  UJ3. 
carriers  and  foreign  carriers  holding 
section  402  permits.  The  petitioners  are 
correct  in  asserting  that  the  Board 
never  intended  for  supplemental  or  all¬ 
cargo  carriers  to  be  subject  to  the  over¬ 
booking  notice  requirements  of  ER-987, 
and  we  believe  that  our  intention  was 
clearly  manifested  in  the  rule’s  preamble 
and  in  its  reference  to  the  sale  of  “tick¬ 
ets  to  passengers.”  * 

Since  the  mle  should  properly  be  re¬ 
garded  as  an  additional  measure  that 
the  Board  has  adopted.  <m  an  interim 
basis,  for  dealing  with  the  problon  of 
overbooking,  we  have  decided  to  express 
its  coverage  in  terms  that  tie  its  appli¬ 
cability  to  “all  carriers  subject  to  Part 
250.”  Part  250,  which  sets  forth  the  ex¬ 
isting  regulations  on  denied  boarding 
compensation  and  related  provisions  on 
overbooking  and  oversales,  apidies  only 
to  carriers  authorized  under  sections 
401(d)(1).  401(d)(2).  and  402  of  the 
Federal  Aviation  Act  to  engage  in  the 
transportaticm  of  persons,  and  thus,  by 
so  amending  our  interim  rule  mi  dis¬ 
closure  of  overbooking,  we  shall  ex¬ 
pressly  exclude  supplemental  carrlera. 
cargo  carriers,  air  freight  forwarders, 
and  noncertlficated  air  carriers  from  the 
overbooking  disclosure  requirements. 


•Section  aai.l77(a).  SB-M7  p.  10 
(mimeo). 


In  regard  to  Wm'M’s  request  for  a 
similar  exclusion  for  the  scheduled  au¬ 
thority  that  It  is  currently  seeing  in 
Docket  30356,  the  Board  believes  that 
consideration  of  such  specific  amend¬ 
ment  is  premature.  We  are  here  fash¬ 
ioning  rules  of  general  applicability  for 
existing  forms  of  scheduled  service  <h>- 
erations.  In  the  event  that  in  the  future 
a  carrier  is  authorized  to  engage  in  novel 
forms  of  scheduled  operations  to  which 
our  general  rule  would  not  be  suitable, 
we  would  of  course  stand  ready  to  grant 
such  appropriate  relief  as  the  carrier 
demonstrates  is  warranted. 

Since  this  amendment  Is  of  an  edi¬ 
torial  nature,  and  imposes  no  significant 
biuxlen  upon  any  member  of  the  public, 
the  Board  finds  that  notice  and  public 
procedure  are  imnecessary  and  that  the 
rule  may  be  effective  immediately. 

Accordingly,  the  Civil  Aeronautics 
Board  hereby  amends  paragraphs  (a), 
(b) ,  and  (c)  of  §  221.177  of  its  Economic 
Relations  (14  CFR  221.177)  effective 
April  3,  1977,  as  set  forth  below: 

§  221.177  NOlioo  of  dpiiberate  overbook¬ 
ing. 

(a)  Each  carrier  subject  to  Part  250 
of  this  chapter  shall  cause  to  be  dis¬ 
played  continuously  in  a  conspicuous 
public  place  at  each  desk,  station,  and 
positiMi  in  the  United  States  which  is 
in  the  charge  of  a  person  employed  ex¬ 
clusively  by  it.  or  by  it  Jointly  with  an¬ 
other  person,  or  by  any  agent  employed 
by  such  air  carrier  or  foreign  air  carrier, 
to  sell  tickets  to  passengers,  a  sign,  lo¬ 
cated  so  as  to  be  clearly  visible  and 
clearly  readable  to  the  traveling  public, 
which  shall  have  printed  theremi  the 
following  statement  in  bold-face  type  at 
least  one-fourth  of  an  inch  high: 

Disclosurx  Notice — Delibikatx 
OVERBOOKINQ 

Airline  flights  may  be  overbooked,  and 
there  Is  a  slight  chance  that  a  seat  will  not 
be  available  on  a  flight  for  which  a  person 
has  a  confirmed  reservation.  A  person  denied 
boarding  on  a  flight  may  be  entitled  to  a 
compensatOTy  payment.  The  rules  for  denied 
boarding 'oom^nsatlon  are  available  at  aU 
airport  ticket  counters. 

(b)  Each  such  carrier  shall  include 
with  each  ticket  sold  in  the  United  States 
the  notice  set  forth  in  paragraph  (a)  of 
this  section,  printed  In  at  least  12-polnt 
type  in  Ink  contrasting  with  the  stock. 
The  notice  may  be  printed  on  a  separate 
piece  of  paper,  on  the  ticket  stock,  or  on 
the  ticket  envelope. 

(c)  It  shall  be  the  responsibility  of 
each  such  carrier' to  ensure  that  travel 
agents  authorized  to  sell  air  transiiorta- 
Uon  for  such  carrier  conuily  with  the  no¬ 
tice  provisions  of  paragraphs  (a)  and 
(b)  of  this  section. 

•  •  •  •  • 

(Secs.  204,  403,  404,  411,  Federal  Aviation  Act 
of  1958.  as  amended,  72  SUt.  748,  758,  700, 
78»;  (4»  VAC.  1334.  1373,  1374,  1381).) 

By  the  Civil  Aeronautics  Board. 

Phtllb  T.  Katlox, 
Secrete^. 

(FB  Doc.  77-8839  Filed  3-23-77:8:46  am] 


SUBCHAPTER  E— ORGANIZATION 
REGULATIONS 

[Reg.  OR-114.  Arndt.  7] 

PART  384 — STATEMENT  OF  ORGANIZA¬ 
TION,  DELEGATION  OF  AUTHORITY, 

AND  AVAILABILITY  OF  RECORDS  AND 

INFORMATION 

Organization  and  Delegation  of  Authority 

Adopted  by  the  Cfivll  Aeronautics 
Board  at  its  office  in  Washington,  D.C., 
March  21.  1977. 

For  the  reasons  set  forth  in  OR-113, 
issued  contemporaneously  herewith,  the 
CTivil  Aeronautics  Board  is  amending 
Part  384  of  its  Organization  Regulations 
( 14  Cn!R  Part  384)  to  clarify  that  the  del¬ 
egations  of  authority  described  In  Part 
385  (14  C?FR  Part  385)  are  those  which 
are  “cwitinulng”  and  have  been  “adopted 
by  rules.” 

Since  this  amendment  affects  a  rule  of 
agency  organization  and  procedure,  the 
Board  finds  that  notice  and  pubUc  pro¬ 
cedure  are  imnecessary,  and  that  the  rule 
may  be  effective  immediately. 

Accordingly,  the  Civil  Aeronautics 
Board  hereby  amends  §  384.7  of  Its  Or¬ 
ganization  Regulations  (14  CFR  384.7) 
effective  March  21,  1977,  as  set  forth 
below. 

§  384.7  Organization  and  delegation  of 
authority. 

The  five  Board  Members,  one  of  whom 
is  the  Chairman  and  presiding  officer, 
act  to  carry  out  the  duties  and  responsi¬ 
bilities  of  the  Civil  Aeronautics  Board 
under  the  Federal  Aviation  Act.  The 
Board’s  staff  ts  divided  into  several  bu¬ 
reaus  and  offices,  which  are  generally 
described  below.  A  detailed  description 
of  the  Board  and  its  componaits  is  pub¬ 
lished  in  sectiMis  110-195  of  the  CAB 
Manual,  which  is  available  for  inspectiMi 
and  cop3dng  in-  the  Public  Reference 
Room  at  the  Board’s  offices.  The  various 
continuing  delegations  of  authority  from 
the  Board  to  the  different  staff  compo¬ 
nents,  which  are  adopted  by  rules,  are 
described  in  detail  in  this  Title  14  of  the 
Code  of  Federal  Regulations.  Part  385  of 
this  chapter.  Generally  speaking,  the 
Board’s  staff  comprises : 

•  •  •  •  • 

(Sec.  204,  Federal  Aviation  Act  of  1958,  aa 
amended,  72  Stat.  743;  (49  D.8.C.  1324).  Re- 
organlzatlcm  Plan  No.  3  of  1961,  75  Stat. 
837,  26  FR  5989;  (49  U.S.C.  1324  (note))). 

By  the  Civil  Aeronautics  Board. 

Phyllis  T.  Katlor, 
Secretary. 

(FR  Doc.77-8838  Filed  3-23-77;8:45  am] 

[Beg.  OR-113,  Arndt.  59] 

PART  385 — DELEGATION  AND  REVIEW  OF 

ACTION  UNDER  DELEGATION:  NON¬ 
HEARING  MATTERS 

Delegation  by  Board  Order 

Adopted  by  the  Civil  Aeronautlce 
Board  at  its  office  in  Washington,  D.C., 
March  21. 1977. 

Part  385  of  the  Cfivll  Aeronautics 
Board’s  Organization  Regulations  (14 
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CFR  Part  385)  sets  forth  various  dele¬ 
gations  of  authority  from  the  Board  to 
staff  members.  Section  385.2  now  states 
that  Part  385  describes  the  organization 
of  the  Board  insofar  as  it  has  delegated 
“any  of”  its  functions,  pursuant  to  Re¬ 
organization  Plan  No.  3  of  1961.*  Thus, 
the  section  appears  to  represent  that 
Part  385  contains  an  exclusive  list  of  all 
Board  delegations  of  authority  and  that 
all  such  delegations  are  made  by  rule. 
However,  since  Reorganization  Plan  No. 
3  empowers  the  Board  to  delegate  au¬ 
thority  “by  published  order  or  rule," 
there  are  sometimes  occasions  when  the 
Board  finds  it  more  appropriate  to  dele¬ 
gate  authority  by  issuance  of  orders, 
rather  than  by  rules,  and  such  orders 
do  not  become  codified  in  Part  385. 
Thus,  while  most  delegations  of  author¬ 
ity  are  of  a  continuing  nature  and  are 
therefore  suitable  for  codification  in  the 
Board’s  regulations,  certain  delega¬ 
tions — such  as  those  made  on  a  tempo¬ 
rary  basis — are  more  appropriately  made 
by  issuance  of  a  Board  order. 

In  order  to  clearly  reflect  the  manner 
in  which  the  Board  exercises  its  power 
to  delegate  authority,  we  are  amending 
§  385.2  to  clarify  that  the  delegations 
listed  in  Part  385  are  those  which  have 
been  adopted  by  rules,  and  to  state  ex¬ 
plicitly  that  the  Board  may  also  make 
temporary  delegations  of  authority  by 
issuance  of  an  appropriate  order.  A  simi¬ 
lar  editorial  amendment  of  §  384.7  of  the 
Board’s  Organization  Regulations  is 
being  issued  contemporaneously  here¬ 
with,  for  the  same  reasons  discussed 
above. 

Since  this  amendment  affects  a  rule  of 
agency  organization  and  procedure,  the 
Board  finds  that  notice  and  public  pro¬ 
cedure  are  unnecessary,  and  that  the 
rule  may  be  effective  immediately. 

Accordingly,  the  Civil  Aeronautics 
Board  hereby  amends  §  385.2  of  its  Or¬ 
ganization  Regulations  (14  CFR  385.2) 
effective  March  21,  1977,  as  set  forth 
below; 

§  385.2  Applicability. 

’This  part  describes  the  organization  of 
the  Board  insofar  as,  pursuant  to  au¬ 
thority  conferred  on  it  by  sections  202 
(a)  and  204(a)  of  the  Federal  Aviation 
Act  and  Reorganization  Plan  No.  3  of 
1961,  26  FR  5989,  the  Board  has  adopted 
rules  which  grant  ccmtinuing  delega¬ 
tions  of  authority  with  respect  to  any  of 
Its  functions  of  making  orders  or  other 
determinations  which  are  not  required 
to  be  made  on  an  evidentiary  record 
upon  notice  and  hearing  or  which  are 
not  the  subject  of  contest,  and  the 
Chairman  has  assigned  Board  personnel 
to  perform  such  fimctions.  This  part 
also  sets  f(X'th  the  procedures  governing 
discretionary  review  by  the  Board  of  ac¬ 
tion  taken  imder  such  delegation.  Noth¬ 
ing  in  this  part  shall  be  construed  as 
precluding  the  Board  from  issuing,  by 
appropriate  order,  temporary  delega¬ 
tions  of  authority  with  respect  to  any  of 

176  Stat.  837,  26  FR  6989,  49  U.S.C.  1324 
(note). 


its  functions  described  in  this  part  or 
with  respect  to  any  other  of  its  functions 
which  can  be  lawfully  delegated. 

(Sec.  204,  Federal  Aviation  Act  of  1968,  as 
amended,  72  Stat.  743;  (49  UJS.C.  1324) .  Re¬ 
organization  Plan  No.  3  of  1961,  75  Stat.  837, 
26  FR  6989;  (49  U.S.C.  1324  (note) ) ) 

By  the  Civil  Aeronautics  Board. 

Phyllis  T.  Kaylor, 
Secretary. 

I  PR  Doc.77-8837  Filed  3-23-77;8:46  am] 

Title  17 — Commodity  and  Securities 
Exchanges 

CHAPTER  I — COMMODITY  FUTURES 
TRADING  COMMISSION 

PART  140 — ORGANIZATION,  FUNCTIONS. 
AND  PROCEDURES  OF  THE  COMMISSION 
Subpart  C — Regulation  Concerning  Con¬ 
duct  of  Members  and  Employees  and 
Former  Members  and  Employees  of  the 
Commission 

Adoption  of  Code  of  Conduct  Estab¬ 
lishing  Ethical  Standards  Expected 
OP  Commission  Members  and  Employ¬ 
ees;  Correction 

In  FR  Doc.  76-19018  appearing  at  page 
27510  in  the  Federal  Register  of  Fri¬ 
day,  July  2,  1976,  the  following  correc¬ 
tions  are  made; 

1.  On  page  27511  the  title  for  S  140.- 
735-5  in  the  Table  of  Contents  is  cor¬ 
rected  by  adding  the  word,  “employ¬ 
ment,”  immediately  following  the  word, 
“Non-governmental,”  and  immediately 
before  the  word,  “and”; 

2.  On  page  27511  the  following  author¬ 
ity  paragraph,  omitted  therein,  is  in¬ 
sert^  between  the  end  of  the  table  of 
contents  and  the  heading  “Subpart  C — 
Regulation  Concerning  Conduct  of  Mem¬ 
bers  and  Employees  and  Former  Mem¬ 
bers  and  Employees  of  the  Commission” 
as  follows; 

Authority:  Sec.  8a(5),  49  Stat.  1501,  as 
amended  (7  U.S.C.  12a(5));  E.O.  11222,  3 
CFR,  1964-1965  Comp.;  5  CFR  735.104. 

3.  On  page  27511  paragraph  (b)  (3)  of 
5  140.735-3  is  corrected  in  the  first  line  of 
that  paragraph  by  changing  the  word, 
“manner,”  immediately  following  the 
word,  “any,”  and  immediately  before  the 
w'ord,  “whether,”  to  the  word,  “matter”; 

4.  On  page  27515  paragraph  (c)  of 
§  140.735-10  is  correct^  in  the  ninth  line 
of  that  paragraph  by  changing  the  word, 
“of,”  immediately  following  the  word  "re¬ 
tainer”  and  immediately  before  the  syl¬ 
lable,  “em-,”  to  the  word,  “or”; 

5.  On  page  27515  paragraph  (a)  of 
§  140.735-12  is  corrected  in  the  first  line 
of  that  paragraph  by  adding  caning  and 
closing  parentheses  around  the  lower 
case,  “a,”  immediately  following  the 
number,  “2,”  and  Immediately  before  the 
number,  “(7),”  so  that  portion  of  the 
citation  is,  “(a)  and 

6.  On  page  27515  paragraph  (g)  of 
§  140.735-12  is  corrected  In  the  second 
line  of  that  paragraph  by  changing  the 
word,  "intoxication,"  immediately  follow¬ 
ing  the  word,  "of,”  and  immediately  be¬ 
fore  the  word,  “to,”  to  the  word,  “intox¬ 
icants.” 


Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.,  on  March 
21,  1977. 

William  T.  Bagley, 
Chairman,  Commodity  Futures 

Trading  Commission. 
|FR  Doc.77-8778  Filed  3-23-77; 8: 45  am) 


Title  24 — Housing  and  Urban  Development 

CHAPTER  X— FEDERAL  INSURANCE  AD¬ 
MINISTRATION,  DEPARTMENT  OF 
HOUSING  AND  URBAN  DEVELOPMENT 

SUBCHAPTER  B — NATIONAL  FLOOD 
INSURANCE  PROGRAM 

[Docket  No.  FI-2134) 

PART  1916— CONSULTATION  WITH  LOCAL 
OFFICIALS 

Changes  Made  in  Determinations  of  Village 
of  Port  Edwards,  Wisconsin,  Base  Flood 
Elevations 

On  June  25.  1976,  at  41  FR  26419,  the 
Federal  Insurance  Administrator  pub¬ 
lished  a  list  of  communities  with  Special 
Flood  Hazard  Areas.  The  list  Included 
Flood  Insurance  Rate  Maps  for  portions 
of  the  Village  of  Port  Edwards,  Wiscon¬ 
sin. 

The  Federal  Insurance  Administration,, 
after  consultation  with  the  Chief  Execu¬ 
tive  OflScer  of  the  community,  has  deter¬ 
mined  that  it  is  appropriate  to  modify 
the  base  (100-year)  flood  elevations  of 
some  locations  in  the  Village  of  Port 
Edwards.  Tiiese  modified  elevations  are 
currently  in  effect  and  amend  the  Flood 
Insurance  Rate  Map.  which  was  in  effect 
prior  to  tliis  determination.  A  revised 
rate  map  will  be  pubUshed  as  soon  as 
possible.  The  modifications  are  made 
pursuant  to  section  206  of  the  Flood 
Disaster  Protection  Act  of  1973  (Pub.  L. 
93-234)  and  are  in  accordance  with  the 
National  Flood  Insurance  Act  of  1968,  as 
amended,  (’Title  xni  of  the  Housing  and 
Urban  Development  Act  of  1968,  Pub.  L. 
90-448)  42  U.S.C.  4001-4128,  and  24  CFR 
Part  1916. 

For  rating  purposes,  the  new  commu¬ 
nity  number  is  555572A,  and  must  be 
used  for  all  new  policies  and  renewals. 

Under  the  above-mentioned  Acts  of 
1968  and  1973,  the  Administrator  must 
devel(^  criteria  for  fiood  plain  manage¬ 
ment.  In  order  for  the  community  to  con¬ 
tinue  participation  in  the  National  Flood 
Insurance  Program,  the  commimity  must 
use  the  modified  elevations  to  carry  out 
the  fiood  plain  management  measures  of 
the  Program.  These  modified  elevations 
will  also  be  used  to  calculate  the  appro¬ 
priate  fiood  insurance  premium  rates  for 
new  buildings  and  their  contents  and  for 
the  second  layer  of  insurance  on  existing 
buildings  and  contents. 

Prom  the  date  of  this  notice,  any  per¬ 
son  has  90  days  in  which  he  can  request 
through  the  community  that  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Insurance  Administrator  reconsider 
the  changes.  Any  request  for  rec<»sld- 
eratlon  must  be  based  on  knowledge  of 
changed  conditions  or  new  sclentillc  ot 
technical  data.  All  Interested  parties  are 
on  notice  that  until  the  90-day  period 
elapses,  the  Administrator’s  new  deter- 
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miiiation  of  elevations  may  itself  be 
changed. 

Any  persons  having  knowledge  or  wish¬ 
ing  to  comment  on  these  changes  should 
immediately  notify:  * 

Mr.  Carl  W.  Guelcher,  VUlage  President,  Vil¬ 
lage  of  Port  Edwards.  VUlage  Hall,  1170 
First  Street,  Pwt  Edwards,  Wisconsin 
54409. 

Also,  at  this  location  is  the  map  show¬ 
ing  the  new  base  flood  elevations.  This 
map  is  a  copy  of  the  one  that  will  be 
printed.  The  numerous  changes  made  in 
the  base  flood  elevations  on  the  Village 
of  Port  Edwards  Rood  Insurance  Rate 
Map  make  It  administratively  infeasible 
to  publish  in  this  notice  all  of  the  base 
flood  elevation  changes  contained  on  the 
Village  of  Port  Edwards  map. 

(National  Flood  Insurance  Act  of  1968  (Title 
XIII  of  Housing  and  Urban  Development  Act 
of  1968),  effective  January  28,  1969  (33  FR 
17804,  November  28,  1968),  as  amended;  (42 
U.S.C.  4001-4128) ;  and  Secretary's  delegation 
of  authority  to  Federal  Insurance  Adminis¬ 
trator  34  FR  2680,  February  27,  1969,  as 
amended  by  39  FR  2787,  January  24,  1974) 

Issued :  February  18, 1977. 

Howard  B.  Clark, 

Acting  Federal 
Insurance  Administrator. 

(FR  Doc.77-8748  FUed  3-23-77:8:45  am) 


\ 

[Docket  No.  FI-7351 

PART  1920— PROCEDURE  FOR  MAP 
CORRECTION 

Letter  of  Map  Amendment  for  City  of 
De  Queen,  Arkansas 

On  October  22,  1975,  in  40  FR  49316, 
the  Federal  Insurance  Administrator 
published  a  list  of  communities  with 
special  hazard  areas  which  included  De 
Queen,  Arkansas.  Map  No.  H  050204A 
Panel  02  indicates  that  Lots  18  through 
24,  Block  1,  Tall  Pine  Subdivision,  De 
Queen,  Arkansas,  as  recorded  in  Book 
141,  Page  157  of  Plats,  in  the  Sevier 
County  Court  House,  are  in  their  entirety 
within  the  Special  Rood  Hazard  Area.  It 
has  been  determined  by  the  Federal  In¬ 
surance  Administration,  after  further 
technical  review  of  the  above  map  in 
light  of  additional,  recently  acquired 
flood  information,  that  the  above  prop¬ 
erty  is  not  within  the  Special  Rood  Haz¬ 
ard  Area.  Accordingly,  Map  No.  H 
050204A  Panel  02  is  hereby  corrected  to 
reflect  that  the  above  property  is  not 
within  the  Special  Rood  Hazard  Area 
identifled  on  March  15, 1974. 

(National  Flood  Insurance  Act  of  1968  (Title 
xni  of  Housing  and  Urban  Development  Act 
of  1968),  effective  January  28.  1969  (33  FR 
17804,  November  28,  1968),  as  amended;  (42 
UA.C.  4001-4128);  and  Secretary’s  delega¬ 
tion  of  authority  to  Federal  Insurance  Ad¬ 
ministrate'  34  FR  2680,  February  27,  1909, 
as  amended  by  39  FR  2787,  January  24,  1974) 

Issued;  March  1, 1977. 

J.  Robert  Hunter, 

Acting  Federal 
Insurance  Administrator. 

(FR  Doc.77-8749  FUed  3-23-77;8:4S  am] 


[Docket  No.  FI-321] 

PART  1920— PROCEDURE  FOR  MAP 
CORRECTION 

Letter  of  Map  Amendment  for  City  of 
Martinez,  California 

On  August  6,  1974,  in  39  FR  28250,  the 
Federal  Insurance  Administrator  pub¬ 
lished  a  list  of  communities  with  Special 
Rood  Hazard  Areas  which  included  the 
City  of  Martinez,  California.  Map  No. 
H  065044  Panel  04  indicates  that  Lot  6. 
Tract  No.  2875,  Martinez.  California,  as 
recorded  in  Volume  83,  Page  29,  in  the 
ofBce  of  the  Assessor,  Contra  Costa 
County,  California,  is  in  its  entirety 
within  the  Special  Flood  Hazard  Area. 
It  has  been  determined  by  the  Federal 
Insurance  Administration,  after  further 
technical  review  of  the  above  map  in 
light  of  additional,  recently  acquired 
flood  information,  that  the  above  men¬ 
tioned  property  is  not  within  the  Spe¬ 
cial  Rood  Hazard  Area.  Accordingly, 
Map  No.  H  065044  Panel  04  is  hereby 
corrected  to  reflect  that  the  above  prop¬ 
erty  is  not  within  the  Special  Rood 
Hazard  Area  identifled  on  June  28,  1974. 
(National  Flood  Insurance  Act  of  1968  (Title 
xni  of  Housing  and  Urban  Development  Act 
of  1968),  effective  January  28,  1969  (  33  FR 
17804,  November  28.  1968),  as  amended,  (42 
U.S.C.  4001-4128):  and  Secretary's  delegation 
of  authority  to  Federal  Insurance  Adminis¬ 
trator  34  FR  2680.  February  27,  1969,  as 
amended  by  39  FR  2787,  January  24,  1974) 

Issued;  February’  18, 1977. 

Howard  B.  Clark, 

Acting  Federal 
Insurance  Administrator. 

[FR  Doc  77-8750  Piled  3-23-77:8:45  am] 


[Docket  No.  FI-26001 

PART  1920 — PROCEDURE  FOR  MAP 
CORRECTION 

Letter  of  Map  Amendment  for  City  of 
Lakewood,  Colorado 

On  FebruaiT  14.  1977,  in  42  FR  9113, 
the  Federal  Insurance  Administrator 
published  a  list  of  communities  with 
Special  Rood  Hazard  Areas  which  in¬ 
cluded  the  City  of  Lakewood,  Colorado. 
Map  No.  H&I  085075  Panel  07  indicates 
that  Tract  10,  Devinny  Park,  Lakewood, 
Colorado,  as  recorded  in  Bo<A  5,  Page  39. 
in  the  oflBce  of  the  Clerk  and  Recorder  of 
Jefferson  County,  Colorado,  is  in  its  en¬ 
tirety  within  the  Special  Rood  Hazard 
Area.  It  has  been  determined  by  the 
Federal  Insurance  Administration,  after 
further  technical  review  of  the  above 
map  in  light  of  additional,  recently  ac¬ 
quired  flood  Information,  that  the  exist¬ 
ing  structure  on  the  above  mentioned 
property  is  within  Zone  C.  and  is  not 
within  the  Special  Rood  Hazard  Area. 
The  map  amendment  is  not  based  (m  the 
placement  of  All  on  the  above  named 
property  after  the  effective  date  of  the 
Rood  Insurance  Rate  Map  of  the  com¬ 
munity.  Accordingly.  Map  No.  H&I 
085075  Panel  07  is  hereby  corrected  to 
reflect  that  the  above  property  is  not 
within  the  Special  Rood  Hazard  Area 
Identifled  on  July  21.  1972. 


(National  Flood  Insurance  Act  of  1968  (Title 
XIII  of  Housing  and  Urban  Develc^ment  Act 
of  1968),  effective  January  28,  1969  (33  FR 
17804,  November  28,  1968),  as  amended  (42 
U.S.C.  4001-4128) :  and  SecreCwy’s  delegation 
of  authority  to  Federal  Insurance  Admlnls- 
tratOT  34  FR  2680,  February  27,  1969,  as 
amended  by  39  FR  2787,  January  24,  1974.) 

Issued:  February  18, 1977. 

Howard  B.  Clark. 

Acting  Federal 
Insurance  Administrator. 

[FR  Doc.77  8751  Filed  3-23-77;8:45  am] 


[Docket  No.  PI-26001 

PART  1920— PROCEDURE  FOR  MAP 
CORRECTION 

Letter  of  Map  Amendment  for  Town  of  West 
Hartford,  Connecticut 

On  February  14.  1977,  in  42  F.R.  9113, 
the  Federal  Insurance  Administrator 
published  a  list  of  communities  with  spe¬ 
cial  hazard  areas  which  Included  West 
Hartford,  Connecticut.  Map  No.  H  &  I 
095082  Panel  06  indicates  that  Lot  32. 
Block  1.  Quakerlawn,  being  1186  Trout 
Brook  Drive,  West  Hartford,  Connecti¬ 
cut,  as  recorded  in  Volume  541,  Page  623 
of  Deeds,  in  the  oflBce  of  the  Clerk  of 
West  Hartford.  Connecticut,  is  in  its 
entirety  within  the  Special  Rood  Haz¬ 
ard  Area.  It  has  been  determined  by  the 
Federal  Insurance  Administration,  after 
further  technical  review  of  the  above 
map  in  light  of  additional,  recently  ac¬ 
quired  flood  information,  tliat  the  exist¬ 
ing  structure  on  tlie  above  property  is 
not  within  the  Special  Rood  Hazard 
Area,  but  is  within  Z<me  B.  The  map 
amendment  is  not  based  on  the  place¬ 
ment  of  All  on  the  above  named  prop¬ 
erty  after  the  effective  date  of  the  Rood 
Insurance  Rate  Map  of  the  community. 
Accordingly,  Map  No.  H  &  I  095082  Panel 
06  is  hereby  corrected  to  reflect  that  the 
existing  structure  on  the  above  property 
is  not  within  the  Special  Rood  Hazard 
Area  identifled  on  September  25,  1971. 

(National  Flood  Insurance  Act  of  1968  (Title 
XIII  of  Housing  and  Urban  Development  Act 
of  1968),  effective  January  28,  1969  (33  FR 
17804,  November  28.  1968),  as  amended  (42 
U.S.C.  4001-4128):  and  S^retary’s  delega¬ 
tion  (rf  authority  to  Federal  Insurance  Ad¬ 
ministrator  34  FH  2680,  February  27,  1969. 
as  amended  by  39  FR  2787,  January  24.  1974) 

Issued:  February  18, 1977. 

Howard  B.  Clark, 

Acting  Federal 
Insurance  Administrator. 

I  FR  Doc.77  8752  Filed  3-  23-77 : 8 : 45  am  ] 


[Docket  No.  FI-2134] 

PART  1920— PROCEDURE  FOR  MAP 
CORRECTION 

Letter  of  Map  Amendment  for  County  of 
Pinellas,  Florida 

On  June  25.  1976,  In  41  FR  26406,  the 
Federal  Insurance  Administrator  pub¬ 
lished  a  list  of  communities  with  Special 
Rood  Hazard  Areas  which  Included  the 
County  oi  Pinellas.  Rixida.  Map  Na 
H  125139A  Panel  05  Indicates  that  Lots 
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15,  16,  and  17,  Block  5,  Oakhurst  Acres 
2nd  Addition,  Pinellas  County,  Florida, 
as  recorded  in  Plat  Book  66,  Page  56,  in 
the  office  of  the  Clerk  of  the  Circuit  Court 
of  Pinelands  County,  Florida,  are  in  their 
entirety  within  the  Special  Flood  Haz¬ 
ard  Area.  It  has  been  determined  by  the 
Federal  Insurance  Administration,  after 
further  technical  review  of  the  above 
map  in  light  of  additional,  recently  ac¬ 
quired  flood  information,  that  the  above 
mentioned  property  is  within  Zone  C, 
and  is  not  within  the  Special  Flood  Haz¬ 
ard  Area.  The  map  amendment  is  not 
based  on  the  placement  of  fill  on  the 
above  named  property  after  the  effective 
date  of  the  Flood  Insurance  Rate  Map 
of  the  community.  Accordingly,  Map  No. 
H  125139A  Panel  05  is  hereby  corrected  to 
reflect  that  the  above  property  is  not 
within  the  Special  Flood  Hazard  Area 
identified  on  June  18,  1971. 

(National  Flood  Insurance  Act  of  1968  (Title 
xni  of  Housing  and  Urban  Development  Act 
of  1968),  effective  January  28,  1969  (33  FR 
17804,  November  28,  1968),  as  amended,  (42 
U5.C.  4001-4128):  and  Secretary’s  delega¬ 
tion  of  authority  to  Federal  Insurance  Ad¬ 
ministrator  34  FB  2680,  February  27,  1969, 
as  amended  by  39  FR  2787,  January  24,  1974) 

Issued:  March  1,  1977. 

J.  Robert  Hunter, 

Acting  Federal 
Insurance  Administrator. 

IFR  Doc.77-  8763  FUed  3-23-77;8:45  am] 


[Docket  No.  FI-440J 

PART  1920 — PROCEDURE  FOR  MAP 
CORRECTION 

Letter  of  Map  Amendment  for  St.  Joseph’s 
County,  Indiana 

On  January  10, 1975,  in  40  FR  2183,  the 
Federal  Insurance  Administrator  pub¬ 
lished  a  list  of  communities  with  special 
hazard  areas  which  Included  St.  Joseph’s 
County,  Indiana.  Map  No.  H  180224  Panel 
02  indicates  that  Lots  176  and  177,  Sec¬ 
tion  Five,  and  Lots  165  through  175,  Sec¬ 
tion  Six,  River  Commons  Subdivision, 
St.  Joseph’s  Coimty,  Indiana,  as  recorded 
in  Book  29,  Page  R,  and  Book  30,  Page  R 
of  Plats,  respectively,  in  the  office  of  the 
Recorder  of  St.  Joseph’s  County,  In¬ 
diana,  are  in  their  entirety  within  the 
Special  F7ood  Hazard  Area.  It  has  been 
determined  by  the  Federal  Insurance  Ad¬ 
ministration,  after  further  technical  re¬ 
view  of  the  above  map  in  light  of  addi¬ 
tional,  recently  acquired  flood  informa¬ 
tion,  that: 

the  front  79  feet  from  West  Gatehouse  Drive, 
Lot  176,  Section  6,  the  front  88  feet  from 
West  Gatehouse  Drive,  Lot  177,  Section  5, 
the  front  108  feet  from  South  Shoreham 
Court,  Lot  165,  the  front  108  feet  from  South 
Shoreham  Court,  Lot  166,  Section  6,  Lot  167, 
Section  6,  with  the  exception  of  90  feet  from 
the  rear  lot  line  as  shown  on  the  recorded 
plat.  Lot  168,  Section  6,  with  the  exception 
of  65  feet  from  the  rear  lot  line  as  shown  on 
recorded  plat.  Lot  169,  Section  6,  with  the  ex¬ 
ception  of  55  feet  from  the  rear  lot  line  as 
shown  on  recorded  plat.  Lot  170,  Section  6, 
with  the  exception  of  60  feet  from  the  rear 
lot  line  as  shown  on  recorded  plat,  the  front 
147  feet  from  West  Gatehouse  Drive  of  Lot 
171,  Section  6,  the  front  157  feet  from  West 
Gatehouse  Drive  of  Lot  172,  Section  6,  the 


front  176  feet  from  West  Gatehouse  Drive  of 
Lot  173,  Section  6,  the  front  130  feet  from 
West  Gatehouse  Drive  of  Lot  174,  Section  6, 
the  front  87  feet  from  West  Gatehouse  Drive 
of  Lot  175,  Section  6, 

of  the  above  properties  are  not  within 
the  Special  Flood  Hazard  Area.  Accord¬ 
ingly,  Map  No.  H  180224  Panel  02  is 
hereby  corrected  to  reflect  that  the  above 
property  is  not  within  ihe  Special  Flood 
Hazard  Area  identifled  on  December  27, 
1974. 

(National  Flood  Insurance  Act  of  1968  (Title 
Xin  of  Housing  and  Urban  Development  Act 
of  1968),  effective  January  28,  1969  (33  FR 
17804,  November  28,  1968),  as  amended,  (42 
U.S.C.  4001-4128);  and  Secretary’s  delega¬ 
tion  of  authority  to  Federal  Insurance  Ad¬ 
ministrator  34  PR  2680,  February  27,  1969,  as 
amended  by  39  FR  2787,  January  24.  1974) 

Issued:  March  1, 1977. 

J.  Robert  Hunter, 

Acting  Federal 
Insurance  Administrator. 

'  (PR  Doc.77  8754  Filed  3-23-77:8:46  am] 


(Docket  No.  FI-2791 

PART  1920 — PROCEDURE  FOR  MAP 
CORRECTION 

Letter  of  Map  Amendment  for  City  of 
Noblesville,  Indiana 

On  June  3,  1974,  in  39  FR  15457,  the 
Federal  Insurance  Administrator  pub¬ 
lished  a  list  of  communities  with  special 
hazard  areas  which  included  Noblesville, 
Indiana.  Map  No.  H  180082A  Panel  01 
indicates  that  Lot  106,  Section  ’Two, 
South  Harbor,  Noblesville,  Indiana,  as  re¬ 
corded  in  Book  4,  Pages  19  and  20  of 
Plats  in  the  office  of  the  Recorder  of 
Hamilton  County,  Indiana,  is  in  its  en¬ 
tirety  within  the  Special  Flood  Hazard 
Area.  It  has  been  determined  by  the 
Federal  Insurance  Administration,  after 
further  technical  review  of  the  above 
map  in  light  of  additional,  recently  ac¬ 
quired  flood  information,  that  the  exist¬ 
ing  structure  on  the  above  property  is 
not  within  the  Special  Flood  Hazard 
Area.  Accordingly,  Map  No.  H  180082A 
Panel  01  is  hereby  corrected  to  reflect 
that  the  existing  structure  on  the  above 
property  is  not  within  the  Special  Flood 
Hazard  Area  identifled  on  May  24.  1974. 

(National  Flood  Insurance  Act  of  1968  (Title 
Xin  of  Housing  and  Urban  Development  Act 
of  1968).  effective  January  28,  1969  (33  FR 
17804,  November  28.  1968),  as  amended,  (42 
U.S.C.  4001-4128);  and  Secretary’s  delega¬ 
tion  of  authority  to  Federal  Insurance  Ad¬ 
ministrator  34  PR  2680,  February  27,  1969,  as 
amended  by  39  FR  2787,  January  24.  1974) 

Issued;  February  18, 1977. 

Howard  B.  Clark. 

Acting  Federal 
Insurance  Administrator. 

(PR  Doc .77-8755  Filed  3-23-77:8:45  am] 


(Docket  No.  FI-310] 

PART  1920— PROCEDURE  FOR  MAP 
CORRECTION 

Letter  of  Map  Amendment  for  City  of 
Davenport,  Iowa 

On  July  12.  1974,  in  39  FR  25649,  the 
Federal  Insurance  Administrator  pub¬ 
lished  a  list  of  communities  with  special 


hazard  areas  which  included  Davenport, 
Iowa.  Map  No.  H  190242  Panel  10  indi¬ 
cates  that  Lots  6-9,  Cedar  Vista  Annex. 
First  Addition,  Davenport,  Iowa,  as  re¬ 
corded  in  Book  A-1  of  Plats  in  the  office 
of  the  Auditor  of  Scott  County,  Iowa,  are 
in  their  entirety  within  the  Special  Flood 
Hazard  Area.  It  has  been  determined  by 
the  Federal  Insurance  Administration, 
after  further  technical  review  of  the 
above  map  in  light  of  additional,  re¬ 
cently  acquired  flood  information,  that 
the  above  property  is  not  within  the  Spe¬ 
cial  Flood  Hazard  Area.  Accordingly, 
Map  No.  H  190242  Panel  10  is  hereby  cor¬ 
rected  to  reflect  that  the  above  property 
is  not  within  the  Special  Flood  Hazard 
Area  identifled  on  June  21,  1974. 

(National  Flood  Insurance  Act  of  1968  (Title 
xni  of  Housing  and‘~Urban  Development 
Act  of  1968),  effective  January  28,  1969  (33 
FR  17804,  November  28.  1968),  as  amended. 
(42  U.S.C.  4001-4128);  and  Secretary’s  dele¬ 
gation  of  authority  to  Federal  Insurance  Ad¬ 
ministrator  34  PR  2680,  February  27,  1969, 
as  amended  by  39  FR  2787,  January  24,  1974) 

Issued:  March  1, 1977. 

J.  Robert  Hunter, 

Acting  Federal 
Insurance  Administrator. 

(PR  Doc.77-8756  Piled  3-23-77:8:45  am] 

(Docket  No.  FI-410] 

PART  1920— PROCEDURE  FOR  MAP 
CORRECTION 

Letter  of  Map  Amendment  for  Anne  Arundel 
County,  Maryland 

On  November  29,  1974,  in  39  Fn  41504, 
the  Federal  Insurance  Administrator 
published  a  list  of  communities  with  spe¬ 
cial  hazard  areas  which  included  Anne 
Anmdel  County.  Map  No.  H  240008  Panel 
50  indicates  that  Block  6,  Parcel  268, 
Anne  Arundel  County,  Maryland,  as 
shown  on  Anne  Anmdel  County  Tax  Map 
38  and  recorded  in  Liber  2791,  Page  654 
of  Deeds  in  the  office  of  the  Clerk  of  the 
Circuit  Court  of  Anne  Arundel  County, 
Maryland,  is  in  its  entirety  within  the 
Special  Flood  Hazard  Area.  It  has  been 
determined  by  the  Federal  Insurance  Ad¬ 
ministration,  after  further  technical  re¬ 
view  of  the  above  map  in  light  of  addi¬ 
tional.  recently  acquired  flood  informa¬ 
tion,  that  the  100  foot  portion  lying  on 
the  southerly  side  of  the  centerline  of 
Hall  Road  and  the  75  foot  wide  portion 
on  the  northerly  side  of  the  centerline 
of  Hall  Road  are  not  within  the  Special 
Flood  Hazard  Area.  Accordingly,  Map  No. 
H  240008  Panel  50  is  hereby  corrected  to 
reflect  that  the  above  property  is  not 
within  the  Special  Flood  Hhzard  Area 
identifled  on  November  15,  1974. 

(National  Flood  Insurance  Act  of  1968  (Title 
XIII  of  Housing  and  Urban  Development 
Act  of  1968),  effective  January  28,  1969  (  33 
FR  17804,  November  28,  1968),  as  amended 
(42  U.S.C.  4001-4128):  and  Secretary’s  dele¬ 
gation  of  authority  to  Federal  Insurance  Ad¬ 
ministrator  34  FR  2680,  February  27,  1969, 
as  amended  by  39  FR  2787,  January  24.  1974.) 

Issued:  March  1, 1977. 

J.  Robert  Hunter, 

Acting  Federal  Insurance 
Administrator. 

(FR  Doc.77  8757  Filed  3-23-77:8:45  am] 
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(Docket  No.  FI-2600] 

PART  1920— PROCEDURE  FOR  MAP 
CORRECTION 

Letter  of  Map  Amendment  for  Prince 
Georges  County,  Maryland 

On  February  14.  1977.  in  42  FR  9113. 
the  Federal  Insurance  Administrator 
published  a  list  of  communities  with 
special  hazard  areas  which  included 
Prince  George’s  County.  Maryland.  Map 
No.  H  245208A  Panel  56  indicates  that 
Lots  1  through  24.  Pine  Tree  Subdivision. 
Plat  1,  Section  2.  Prince  George’s  County. 
Maryland,  as  recorded  in  Platbook  NLP> 
94,  Plat  81,  in  the  ofiQce  of  the  Land 
Records  of  Prince  George’s  County. 
Maryland,  are  in  their  entirety  within 
the  Special  Flood  Hazard  Area.  It  has 
been  determined  by  the  Federal  Insur¬ 
ance  Administration,  after  further  tech¬ 
nical  review  of  the  above  map  in  light 
of  additional,  recently  acquired  flood  in¬ 
formation,  that  Lots  1  through  3  and  7 
through  9  are  not  within  the  Special 
Flood  Hazard  Area,  but  are  within  Zone 
C. 

Lots  4  and  10  are  not  within  the  Special 
Flood  Hazard  Area,  but  are  within  Zone  B. 

Lots  11  and  20,  with  the  exception  of  the 
rear  40  feet,  are  not  wtlhln  the  Special  Flood 
Hazard  Area,  but  are  within  Zone  B. 

Lot  12,  with  the  exception  of  the  rear  30 
feet,  is  not  within  the  Special  Flood  Hazard 
Area,  but  is  within  Zone  B. 

Lots  5  and  6,  with  the  exception  of  the 
southernmost  20  feet,  are  not  within  the 
Special  Flood  Hazard  Area,  but  are  within 
Zone  B. 

Lot  13,  with  the  exception  of  the  rear  10 
feet,  is  not  within  the  Special  Flood  Hazard 
Area,  but  is  within  Zone  B. 

Lots  14  and  22,  with  the  exception  of  the 
rear  20  feet,  are  not  within  the  Special  Flood 
Hazard  Area,  but  are  within  Zone  B. 

Lot  IS,  with  the  exception  of  the  rear  50 
feet,  is  not  within  the  Special  Flood  Hazard 
Area,  but  is  within  Zone  B. 

Lots  16  through  18,  with  the  exception  of 
the  rear  60  feet,  are  not  within  the  Special 
Flood  Hazard  Area,  but  are  within  Zone  B. 

Lot  10,  with  the  exception  of  the  rear  45 
feet,  is 'not  within  the  Special  Flood  Hazard 
Area,  but  is  within  Zone  B. 

Lot  21,  with  the  exception  of  the  rear  27 
feet,  is  not  within  the  Special  Flood  Hazard 
Area,  but  is  within  Zone  B. 

Lot  23,  with  the  exception  of  the  rear  15 
feet,  Is  not  within  the  Special  Flood  Hazard 
Area,  but  is  within  Zone  B. 

Lot  24,  with  the  exception  of  the  rear  25 
feet,  is  not  within  the  Special  Flood  Hazard 
Area,  but  is  within  Zone  B. 

The  map  amendment  is  not  based  on 
the  placement  of  fill  on  the  above  named 
property  after  the  effective  date  of  the 
Flood  Insurance  Rate  Map  of  the  com¬ 
munity.  Accordingly,  Map  No.  H  245208A 
Panel  56  is  hereby  corrected  to  reflect 
that  the  above  property  is  not  within 
the  Special  Flood  Hazard  Area  identified 
on  August  4, 1972. 

(National  Flood  Insurance  Act  of  1968  (Title 
xni  of  Housing  and  Urban  Development  Act 
of  1968),  effective  January  28.  1969  (  33  FJt. 
17804,  November  28,  1968),  as  amended  (42 
U.8.C.  4001-4128);  and  Secretary's  delega¬ 
tion  of  authority  to  Federal  Insurance  Ad¬ 


ministrator  34  FR  2680.  February  27,  1969, 
as  amended  by  39  F  R.  2787,  January  24. 1974) 

Issued:  January  10. 1977. 

J.  Robert  Hunter, 
Acting  Federal 
Insurance  Administrator. 

(FR  Doc.77-8758  Filed  3-23-77:8 ;45  am] 


(Docket  No.  FI-2211 

PART  1920 — PROCEDURE  FOR  MAP 
CORRECTION 

Letter  of  Map  Amendment  for  City  of 
Jordan,  Minnesota 

On  March  15.  1974,  in  39  FR  9924,  the 
Federal  Insurance  Administrator  pub¬ 
lished  a  list  of  communities  with  Special 
Flood  Hazard  Areas  which  included  the 
City  of  Jordan.  Minnesota.  Map  No.  H 
270403B  Panel  02  indicates  that  Lot  3. 
Block  1,  Juergen’s  Addition,  Jordan, 
Minnesota,  as  recorded  as  Document  No. 
125428,  in  the  office  of  the  Register  of 
Deeds  of  Scott  County,  Minnesota,  is  in 
its  entirety  within  the  Special  Flood  Haz¬ 
ard  Area.  It  has  been  determined  by  the 
Federal  Insurance  Administration,  after 
further  technical  review  of  the  above 
map  in  light  of  additional,  recently  ac¬ 
quired  flood  information,  that  the  exist¬ 
ing  structure  on  the  above  mentioned 
property  is  not  within  the  Special  Flood 
Hazard  Area.  Accordingly.  Map  No.  H 
270403B  Panel  02  is  hereby  corrected  to 
reflect  that  the  structure  on  the  above 
property  is  not  within  the  Special  Flood 
Hazard  Area  identified  on  March  8, 1974. 

(National  Flood  Insurance  Act  of  1968  (Title 
XIII  of  Housing  and  Urban  Development  Act 
of  1968),  effective  January  28,  1969  (33  F.R. 
17804.  November  28.  1968),  as  amended,  (42 
U.S.C.  4001-4128):  and  Secretary's  delegation 
of  authority  to  Federal  Insurance  Adminis¬ 
trator  34  F.R  2680,  February  27.  1969,  as 
amended  by  39  F.R.  2787,  January  24,  1974) 

Issued:  February  18, 1977. 

Howard  B.  Clark, 

Acting  Federal 
Insurance  Administrator. 

(FR  Doc.77-8759  Filed  3-23-77:8:45  am) 


(Docket  No.  FI-2134| 

PART  1920— PROCEDURE  FOR  MAP 
CORRECTION 

Letter  of  Map  Amendment  for  City  of 
Rochester,  Minnesota 

On  June  25,  1976,  in  41  FR  26409,  the 
Federal  Insurance  Administrator  pub¬ 
lished  a  list  of  communities  with  Special 
Flood  Hazard ‘Areas  which  includ^  the 
City  of  Rochester.  Minnesota.  Map  No. 
H&I  275246A  Panel  08  indicates  that  Lot 
9.. Block  9.  Meadow  Park  Third  Subdivi¬ 
sion,  Rochester,  Minnesota,  recorded  as 
Document  No.  11174,  in  the  office  of  the 
Register  of  Deeds  of.  Olmsted  County, 
Minnesota,  is  in  its  entirety  within  the 
Special  Flood  Hazard  Area.  It  has  been 
determined  by  the  Federal  Insurance  Ad¬ 
ministration,  after  further  technical  re¬ 


view  of  the  above  map  in  light  of 
additional,  recently  acquired  flood  in¬ 
formation.  that  the  existing  residential 
structure  is  nithin  Zone  B.  and  is  not 
within  the  Special  Flood  Hazard  Area. 
The  map  amendment  is  not  based  on  the 
placement  of  All  on  the  above  named 
property  after  the  effective  date  of  the 
Flood  Insurance  Rate  Map  of  the  com¬ 
munity.  Accordingly,  Map  No.  H&I 
275246.A  Panel  08  is  hereby  corrected  to 
reflect  that  the  residential  structure  on 
the  above  property  is  not  within  the  Spe¬ 
cial  Flood  Hazard  Area  identified  on 
March  27.  1971. 

(National  Flood  Insurance  Act  of  1968  (Title 
XIII  of  Housing  and  Urban  Development  Act 
of  1968),  effective  January  28.  1969  (33  FR 
17804.  November  28,  1968),  as  amended  (42 
U.S.C.  4001-4128):  and  Secretary's  delegation 
of  authority  to  Federal  Insurance  Adminis¬ 
trator.  34  FR  2680.  Febrviary  27,  1969.  as 
amended  by  39  FR  2787,  January  24.  1974.) 

Issued:  March  1.  1977. 

J.  Robert  Hunter, 

Acting  Federal 
Insurance  Administrator. 

(FR  Doc  77-8760  Fi:ed  3-23-77:8:45  am| 


(Docket  No.  FI -640) 

PART  1920— PROCEDURE  FOR  MAP 
CORRECTION 

Letter  of  Map  Amendment  for  City  of 
Grandview,  Missouri 

On  February  13.  1976.  in  41  FR  6736. 
the  Federal  Insurance  Administrator 
published  a  list  of  communities  with  Spe¬ 
cial  Flood  Hazard  Areas  which  include 
the  City  of  Grandview.  Missouri.  Map  No. 
H  290171A  Panel  04  indicates  that  Lot 
9.  Block  7.  River  Oaks  First  Plat.  Grand¬ 
view,  Missouri,  as  recorded  in  Book  33. 
Page  86,  in  the  office  of  the  Recorder 
of  Deeds  of  Jackson  County,  Missouri,  is 
in  its  entirety  within  the  Special  Flood 
Hazard  Area.  It  has  been  determined  by 
the  Federal  Insurance  Administration, 
after  further  technical  review  of  the 
above  map  in  light  of  additional,  re¬ 
cently  acquired  flood  information  that 
the  existing  structure  on  the  above  men¬ 
tioned  property  is  not  within  the  Special 
Flood  Hazard  Area.  Accordingly,  Map 
No.  H  290171A  Panel  04  is  hereby  cor¬ 
rected  to  reflect  that  structure  on  the 
above  property  is  not  within  the  Special 
Flood  Hazard  Area  identified  on  July 
19.  1974. 

(National  Flood  Insurance  Act  of  1968  (Title 
XIII  of  Housing  and  Urban  Development  Act 
of  1968),  effective  January  28.  1969  (  33  FR 
17804,  November  28,  1968),  as  amended  (42 
U.S.C.  4001-4128):  and  Secretary's  delega¬ 
tion  of  authority  to  Federal  Insurance  Ad¬ 
ministrator  34  FR  2680.  February  27,  1969. 
as  amended  by  39  FR  2787,  January  24. 
1974.) 

Issued:  March  1.  1977. 

J.  Robert  Hunter, 

Acting  Federal  Insurance 
Administrator. 

(FR  Doc.77-8761  FUed  3-23-77:8:45  am] 
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[Docket  No.  FI-880] 

PART  1920 — PROCEDURE  FOR  MAP 
CORRECTION 

Letter  of  Map  Amendment  for  City  of 
Grandview,  Missouri 

On  February  13,  1976,  in  41  F.R.  6736, 
the  Federal  Insurance  Administrator 
published  a  list  of  communities  with 
Special  Flood  Hazard  Areas  which  in¬ 
cluded  the  City  of  Grandview,  Missouri. 
Map  No.  H  290171A  Panels  04  and  06  in¬ 
dicate  that  Lots  1  through  14,  Block  10, 
River  Oaks  Second  Plat,  Grandview, 
Missouri,  as  recorded  in  Book  34,  Page 
33,  in  the  office  of  the  Deputy  Director 
of  Records  of  Jackson  County,  Missouri, 
are  in  their  entirety  within  the  Special 
Flood  Hazard  Area.  It  has  been  deter¬ 
mined  by  the  Federal  Insurance  Admin¬ 
istration,  after  further  technical  review 
of  the  above  map  in  light  of  additional, 
recently  acquired  flood  information,  that 
the  above  mentioned  property  is  not 
within  the  Special  Flood  Hazard  Area. 
Accordingly,  Map  No.  H  290171A  Panels 
04  and  06  are  hereby  corrected  to  reflect 
that  the  above  property  is  not  within  the 
Special  Flood  Hazard  Area  identified  on 
July  19, 1974. 

(National  Flood  Insurance  Act  of  1968  (Title 
XIII  of  Housing  and  Urban  Development  Act 
of  1968),  effective  January  28,  1969  (33  F.R. 
17804,  November  28,  1968),  as  amended  (42 
U.S.C.  4001-4128) ;  and  Secretary’s  delegation 
of  authority  to  Federal  Insurance  Adminis¬ 
trator  34  F.R.  2680,  February  27,  1969,  as 
amended  by  39  F.R.  2787,  January  24,  1974) 

Issued:  March  1, 1977. 

J.  Robert  Hunter, 
Federal  Insurance  Administrator. 

[PR  Doc.77-8762  Filed  3-23-77;  3:45  am] 


[Docket  No.  FI-3711 

PART  1920— PROCEDURE  FOR  MAP 
CORRECTION 

Letter  of  Map  Amendment  for  City  of 
Lebanon,  New  Hampshire 

On  September  30,  1974,  in  39  FR 
35162,  the  Federal  ^Insurance  Adminis¬ 
trator  published  a  list  of  communities 
with  Special  Flood  Hazard  Areas  which 
included  the  City  of  Xebanon,  New 
Hampshire.  Map  No.  H  330061  Panel  01 
indicates  that  Parcel  No.  1,  as  shown  on 
a  Site  Plan  for  Edmond  G.  Goodman, 
West  Lebanon,  New  Hampshire,  as  re¬ 
corded  in  Pocket  4,  Polder,  1,  Plan  50,  in 
the  office  of  the  Register  of  Deeds  of 
Grafton  County,  New  Hampshire,  is  in 
its  entirety  within  the  Special  Flood 
Hazard  Area.  It  has  been  determined  by 
the  Federal  Insurance  Administration, 
after  further  technical  review  of  the 
above  map  in  light  of  additional,  re¬ 
cently  acquired  flood  information,  that 
the  above  mentioned  property  is  not 
within  the  Special  Floc^  Hazard  Area. 
Accordingly,  Map  No.  H  330061  Panel  01 
is  hereby  corrected  to  reflect  that  the 
above  property  is  not  within  the  Special 
Flood  Hazard  Area  identified  on  Sep¬ 
tember  20,  1974. 

(National  Flood  Insurance  Act  of  1968  (Title 
Xm  of  Housing  and  Urban  Development  Act 
of  1968),  effective  January  28,  1969  (  33  FR 


rules  and  regulations 

17804,  November  28,  1968),  as  amended  (42 
U.S.C.  4001-4128):  and  Secretary’s  delega¬ 
tion  of  authority  to  Federal  Insurance  Ad¬ 
ministrator  34  FR  2680,  February  27,  1969, 
as  amended  by  39  FR  2787,  January  24, 
1974.) 

Issued:  February  18, 1977. 

Howard  B.  Clark, 

Acting  Federal  Insurance 
Administrator. 

[FR  Doc.77-8763  Filed  3-23-77:8:45  am]. 


(Docket  No.  FI-496] 

PART  1920— PROCEDURE  FOR  MAP 
CORRECTION 

Letter  of  Map  Amendment  for  Town  of 
Tuftonboro,  New  Hampshire 

On  March  12, 1975,  in  40  FR  11577.  the 
Federal  Insurance  Administrator  pub¬ 
lished  a  list  of  communities  with  Special 
Flood  Hazard  Areas  which  included  the 
Town  of  Tuftonboro,  New  Hampshire. 
Map  No.  H  330234  Panel  04  indicates 
that  Lot  59A,  Section  3.  Cow  (Guernsey) 
Island,  Tuftonboro,  New  Hampshire,  as 
recorded  Book  14,  Page  92,  in  the  office 
of  the  Register  of  Deeds  of  Carroll 
County,  New  Hampshire,  is  in  its  en¬ 
tirety  within  the  Special  Flood  "Hazard 
Area.  It  has  been  determined  by  the 
Federal  Insurance  Administration,  after 
further  technical  review  of  the  above 
map  in  light  of  additional,  recently  ac¬ 
quired  flood  information,  that  the  exist¬ 
ing  structure  on  the  above  mentioned 
property  is  not  within  the  Special  Flood 
Hazard  Area.  Accordingly,  Map  No.  H 
330234  Panel  04  is  hereby  corrected  to 
reflect  that  the  structure  on  the  above 
property  is  not  within  the  Special  Flood 
Hazard  Area  identified  on  March  28, 
1975. 

(National  Flood  Insurance  Act  of  1968  (Title 
XIII  of  Housing  and  Urban  Development  Act 
of  1968),  effective  January  28,  1969  (33  FR 
17804,  November  28,  1968),  as  amended  (42 
U.S.C.  4001-4128):  and  Secretary's  delega¬ 
tion  of  authority  to  Federal  Insurance  Ad¬ 
ministrator,  34  FR  2680,  February  27,  1969, 
as  amended  by  39  FR  2787,  January  25, 
1974.) 

Issued:  February  18, 1977. 

Howard  B.  Clark, 

Acting  Federal  Insurance 
Administrator. 

(FR  Doc.77-8764  Filed  3-23-77;8:45  am] 


[Docket  No.  FI-196] 

PART  1920— PROCEDURE  FOR  MAP 
CORRECTION 

Letter  of  Map  Amendment  for  Village  of 
Ridgewood,  New  Jersey 

On  August  24,  1973,  in  38  F.R.  22776, 
the  Federal  Insurance  Administrator 
published  a  list  of  communities  with  Spe¬ 
cial  Flood  Hazard  Areas  which  included 
the  Village  of  Ridgewood,  New  Jersey. 
Map  No.  H  340067  Panel  04  indicates 
that  Lot  45,  Block  3505,  at  11  Pershing 
Avenue,  Ridgewood,  New  Jersey,  as  re¬ 
corded  in  Book  3302,  Page  403,  in  the 
office  of  the  Clerk  of  Bergen  County,  New 
Jersey,  is  in  its  entirety  within  the  Spe¬ 


cial  Pood  Hazard  Area.  It  has  been  de¬ 
termined  by  the  Federal  Insurance  Ad¬ 
ministration,  after  further  technical 
review  of  the  above  map  in  light  of  addi¬ 
tional,  recently  acquir^  flood  informa¬ 
tion,  that  the  above  mentioned  property 
is  not  within  the  Special  Flood  Hazard 
Area.  Accordingly,  Map  No.  H  340067 
Panel  04  is  hereby  corrected  to  reflect 
that  the  above  property  is  not  within  the 
Special  Flood  Hazard  Area  identified  on 
August  31, 1973. 

(National  Flood  Insurance  Act  of  1968  (Title 
XIII  of  Housing  and  Urban  Development  Act 
of  1968),  effective  January  28,  1969  (33  F.R. 
17804,  November  28,  1968),  as  amended  (42 
U.S.C.  4001-4128):  and  Secretary’s  delegation 
of  authority  to  Federal  Insurance  Adminis¬ 
trator  34  F.R.  2680,  February  27,  1969,  as 
amended  by  39  F.R.  2787,  January  24,  1974.) 

Issued:  March  1, 1977, 

J.  Robert  Hunter, 

Acting  Federal  Insurance 
Administrator. 

[FR  Doc.77-8766  FUed  3-23-77;8;45  am] 


[Docket  No.  FI-2134] 

PART  1920— PROCEDURE  FOR  MAP 
CORRECTION 

Letter  of  Map  Amendment  for  Township  of 
Woodbridge,  New  Jersey 

On  June  25,  1976,  in  41  FR  26412,  the 
Federal  Insurance  Administrator  pub¬ 
lished  a  list  of  communities  with  Special 
Flood  Hazard  Areas  which  includ^  the 
Township  of  Woodbridge,  New  Jersey. 
Map  No.  H  345331B  Panel  03  indicates 
that  Lot  15,  Block  356,  Metro  Park, 
Woodbridge  and  Edison  Township,  Mid¬ 
dlesex  County,  New  Jersey,  as  recorded 
in  Pile  961,  Map  3750,  in  the  office  of 
the  County  Clerk  of  Middlesex  County, 
New  Jersey,  is  in  its  entirety  within  the 
Special  Flood  Hazard  Area.  It  has  been 
determined  by  the  Federal  Insurance  Ad¬ 
ministration,  after  further  technical  re¬ 
view  of  the  above  map  in  light  of  addi¬ 
tional,  recently  acquired  flood  informa¬ 
tion,  that  the  structure  on  the  above 
mentioned  property  is  within  Zone  C, 
and  is  not  within  the  Special  Flood  Haz¬ 
ard  Area.  The  map  amendment  is  not 
based  on  the  placement  of  fill  on  the 
above  named  property  after  the  effective 
date  of  the  Flood  Insurance  Rate  Map  of 
the  community.  Accordingly,  Map  No. 
H  345331B  Panel  03  is  hereby  corrected 
to  reflect  that  the  structure  on  the  above 
property  is  not  within  the  Special  Flood 
Hazard  Area  Identified  on  April  30, 1976. 

(National  Flood  Insurance  Act  of  1968  cntle 
XIII  of  Housing  and  Urban  Development  Act 
of  1968),  effective  January  28,  1969  (  33  FR 
17804,  November  28,  1968),  as  amended  (42 
U.S.C.  4001-4128):  and  Secretary’s  delegation 
of  authority  to  Federal  Insurance  Adminis¬ 
trator  34  PR  2680,  February  27,  1969,  « 
amended  by  39  PR  2787,  January  24,  1974.) 

Issued:  March  1, 1977. 

J.  Robert  Hunter, 

Acting  Federal  Insurance 
Administrator. 

[FR  Doc.77-8766  Filed  3-23-77:8:45  am] 
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^  (Docket  No.  PJ-270) 

PART  1920— PRCKEDURE  FOR  MAP 
CORRECTION 

Letter  of  Map  Amendment  for  City  of 
Grove  City,  Ohio 

On  May  17.  1974.  in  39  FR  17523.  the 
Federal  Insurance  Administrator  pub¬ 
lished  a  list  of  communities  with  special 
hazard  areas  which  included  Grove  City. 
Ohio.  Map  No.  H  390173A  Panel  04  indi¬ 
cates  that  Lot  21.  Section  2.  Brook  Park 
Subdivision.  Grove  City.  Ohio,  as  record¬ 
ed  in  Book  50.  Page  4  of  Plats,  in  the 
office  of  the  Recorder  of  Franklin 
County.  Ohio,  is  in  its  entirety  within 
the  Special  Flood  Hazard  Area.  It  has 
been  determined  by  the  Federal  Insur¬ 
ance  Administration,  after  further  tech¬ 
nical  review  of  the  above  map  in  light 
of  additional,  recently  acquired  flood  in¬ 
formation.  that  the  existing  structure  on 
the  above  property  is  not  within  the  Spe¬ 
cial  Flood  Hazard  Area.  Accordingly. 
Map  No.  H  390173A  Panel  04  is  hereby 
corrected  to  reflect  that  the  existing 
structure  on  the  above  property  is  not 
within  the  Special  Flood  Hazard  Area 
identified  on  May  17. 1974. 

(National  Flood  Insurance  Act  of  1968  (Title 
Xin  of  HouslnK  and  Urban  Development  Act 
of  1068),  effective  January  28,  1969  (33  FR 
17804,  November  28,  1968).  as  amended  (42 
U.S.C.  4001-4128) ;  and  Secretary's  delega¬ 
tion  of  authority  to  Federal  Insurance  Ad¬ 
ministrator  34  FR  2680.  February  27.  1969, 
as  amended  by  39  FR  2787,  January  24.  1974.) 

Issued:  February  18. 1977. 

Howard  B.  Clark. 

Acting  Federal  Insurance 
Administrator. 

(FR  Doc.77-8767  Filed  3-23-77:8:45  am) 


(Docket  No.  Fl-2771 

PART  1920^PR0CEDURE  FOR  MAP 
CORRECTION 

Letter  of  Map  Amendment  for  Township  of 
Lower  Swatara,  Pennsylvania 

On  January  9.  1974.  in  39  FR  1435,  the 
Federal  Insurance  Administrator  pub¬ 
lished  a  list  of  communities  with  special 
hazard  areas  which  Included  Lower  Swa¬ 
tara.  Pennsylvania.  Map  No.  H  420385A 
Panels  01,  07,  08,  and  10  indicate  that  the 
Harrisburg  International  Airport.  Lower 
Swatara.  Pennsylvania,  recorded  as  a 
basic  layout  plan  entitled  ‘‘Olmsted  Air 
Force  Base”  in  Volume  52.  Book  U,  Pages 
44  and  45  in  the  Court  House  of  Dauphin 
County.  Pennsylvania,  is  in  its  entirety 
within  the  Special  Flood  Hazard  Area.  It 
has  been  determined  by  the  Federal  In¬ 
surance  Administration,  after  further 
technical  review  of  the  above  map  in 
light  of  additional,  recently  acquired 
flood  information,  that  the  above  proper¬ 
ty  with  the  exception  of  the  area  which 
lies  on  the  southerly  side  of  the  existing 
levee,  is  not  within  the  Special  Flood 
Hazard  Area.  Accordingly,  Map  No.  H 
420385A  Panels  01,  07.  08,  and  10  are 
hereby  corrected  to  reflect  that  the  above 
property  is  not  within  the  Special  Flood 
Hazard  Area  identified  on  June  4,  1976. 


(National  Flood  Insurance  Act  of  1968  (Title 
XIII  of  Housing  and  Urban  Development 
Act  of  1968),  effective  Januarv*  28.  1969  (  33 
FR  17804.  November  28.  1968).  as  amended 
(42  U.S.C.  4001-4128):  and  Secretary's  dele¬ 
gation  of  authority  to  Federal  Insurance  Ad¬ 
ministrator  34  FR  2680.  February  27.  1969,  aa 
amended  by  39  FR  2787,  January  24.  1974.) 

Issued:  February  18, 1977. 

Howard  B.  Clark. 

Acting  Federal  Insurance 

Administrator. 

(FR  Doc.77-8768  Filed  3-23-77:8:45  am) 


(Docket  No.  FI-2581 

PART  1920— PROCEDURE  FOR  MAP 
CORRECTION 

Letter  of  Map  Amendment  for  Township  of 
Upper  Merion,  Pennsylvania 

On  May  1.  1974.  in  39  FR  15108,  the 
Federal  Insurance  Administrator  pub¬ 
lished  a  list  of  communities  with  special 
hazard  areas  which  included  Upper  Mer¬ 
ion,  Pennsylvania.  Map  No.  H  420957 
Panel  07  indicates  that  a  portion  of  a 
piece  of  property  located  in  Upper  Mer¬ 
ion.  Pennsylvania,  as  recorded  in  Book 
3790,  Pages  181  through  189  of  Deeds,  in 
the  office  of  the  Recorder  of  Montgomery 
County,  Pennsylvania,  is  in  its  entirety 
within  the  Special  Flood  Hazard  Area. 
It  has  been  determined  by  the  Federal 
Insurance  Administration,  after  further 
technical  review  of  the  above  map  in 
light  of  additional,  recently  acquired 
flood  information,  that  a  portion  of  the 
above  property  which  can  be  described  as 
follows : 

Commencing  at  a  point  being  the  inter¬ 
section  of  the  centerlines  of  Moore  Road  and 
Eighth  Avenue;  thence  S.  76"39'10"  W.  along 
the  centerline  of  Eighth  Avenue  approxi¬ 
mately  1194.05  feet  to  a  point,  said  point 
being  the  actual  point  of  beginning;  thence 
S.  13‘20'50"  E.,  approximately  106  feet  to  a 
point:  thence  dut  South  approximately  110 
feet  to  a  point-  thence  S.  80'22'09"  W..  ap¬ 
proximately  162.5  feet  to  a  point;  thence  N 
42°55'47"  W.,  approximately  85.00  feet  to 
a  point-  thence  N.  70'55'47”  W.,  approxi¬ 
mately  ’S6  00  feet  to  a  point;  thence  S.  88”- 
04'13”  W..  approximately  170.00  feet  to  a 
point:  thence  N.  0*04’13''  E.,  approximately 
25.00  feet  to  a  point;  thence  N.  89*55'47"  W.. 
approximately  10.0  feet  to  a  point;  thence 
N.  0'04'13"  E..  aporoxlmately  225.0  feet  to  a 
point:  thence  N.  89*55’47"  W.,  approximately 
21.25  feet  to  a  point;  thence  along  an  arc 
to  the  right  with  a  radius  of  1382.69  feet  ap¬ 
proximately  95.45  feet  to  a  point;  thence 
N.  78”04'35"  E..  approximately  409.56  feet  to 
a  point;  thence  S.  13“20'50”  E..  approxi¬ 
mately  300  feet  to  a  point,  said  point  being 
the  actual  point  of  beginning, 

is  not  within  the  Special  Flood  Hazard 
Area.  Accordingly.  Map  No.  H  420957 
Panel  07  is  hereby  corrected  to  reflect 
that  the  above  property  is  not  within  the 
Special  Flood  Hazard  Area  identified  on 
May  10. 1974. 

(National  Flood  Insurance  Act  of  1968  (Title 
XIII  of  Housing  and  Urban  Development  Act 
of  1968),  effective  January  28.  1969  (  33  FR 
17804.  November  28.  1968),  as  amended  (42 
U.S.C.  4001-4128):  and  Secretary's  delegation 
of  authority  to  Federal  Insurance  Adminis¬ 


trator  34  FR  2680.  February  27.  1969,  as 
amended  by  39  FR  2787.  January  24.  1974) 

Issued:  March  1, 1977. 

J.  Robert  Hunter, 

Acting  Federal  Insurance 

Administrator. 

(FR  Doc  77-8769  Filed  3-23-77:8:45  am| 


(Docket  No.  FI-4541 

PART  1920— PROCEDURE  FOR  MAP 
CORRECTION 

Letter  of  Map  Amendment  for  City  of 
Dallas,  Texas 

On  January  28.  1975.  in  40  FR  4133, 
the  Federal  Insurance  Administrator 
published  a  list  of  communities  with  spe¬ 
cial  hazard  areas  which  included  Dallas. 
Texas  Map  No.  H  480171  Panel  21  indi¬ 
cates  that  a  tract  of  land  located  in  the 
Eli  Merrell  Survey.  Abstract  No.  930  and 
being  in  City  Block  6491.  Dallas,  Texas, 
recorded  in  Volume  75004,  Page  1617- 
1623.  of  Warranty  Deeds  in  the  office  of 
the  Clerk,  Dallas  County  is  in  its  entirety 
within  the  Special  Flood  Hazard  Area. 
It  has  been  determined  by  the  Federal 
Insurance  Administration,  after  further 
technical  review  of  the  above  map  in 
light  of  additional,  recently  acquired 
flood  information,  that  a  portion  of  the 
above  property  which  can  be  described 
as  follows : 

A  tract  of  land  located  In  the  Ell  Merrell 
Survey,  Abstract  No.  930.  and  being  in  City 
Block  6491  of  the  City  of  Dallas.  Texas,  and 
l>elng  part  of  a  40-acre  tract  conveyed  to 
Otfford-Hill  and  Company.  Incorporated  by 
deed  recorded  in  Volume  3793,  Page  127  of 
the  Deed  Records  of  Dallas  County,  Texas 
and  being  more  particularly  described  as 
follows : 

Commencing  at  a  point  in  the  north  right- 
of-way  line  of  Lombardy  Lane  (a  50-foot 
rlght-of-w-ay)  and  in  the  west  line  of  said  40- 
acre  tract,  said  point  also  being  the  South¬ 
east  corner  of  Lot  1.  Block  A/6490  of  North¬ 
west  Acres  Addition  as  recorded  in  Volume 

4.  Page  429.  of  the  Map  Records  of  Dallas 
County.  Texas;  thence  N.  82*30'  E..  approxi¬ 
mately  55  feet  to  the  actual  point  of  begin¬ 
ning;  thence  N.  0'10'12"  E..  approximately 
560  feet  to  a  point;  thence  S.  44*30'  E.,  ap¬ 
proximately  137  feet  to  a  point;  thence  N. 
2*  E.,  approximately  155  feet  to  a  point; 
thence  N.  48’  W.,  approximately  135  feet  to 
a  point;  thence  N.  0*10'12”  E..  approximately 
620  feet  to  a  point;  thence  N.  23°  E.,  ap¬ 
proximately  320  feet  to  a  point;  thence  N. 
39*  W.,  approximately  250  feet  to  a  point; 
thence  N.  0*10'12"  E  ,  approximately  692  feet 
to  a  point:  thence  S.  86*  E..  approximately 
257  feet  to  a  point;  thence  N.  54’  E  . -approxi¬ 
mately  185  feet  to  a  point:  thence  N.  89*- 
30'03"  E..  approximately  120  feet  to  a  point; 
thence  S.  25*30'  E.,  approximately  260  feet 
to  a  point  on  the  west  line  of  Stemmons 
Freeway;  thence  S  0’03'50"  W..  approxi¬ 
mately  1.345  feet  to  a  point  for  corner; 
thence  S.  6’15'47"  W.,  approximately  320 
feet  to  a  point:  thenc*  N.  51*30'  W.  approx¬ 
imately  395  feet  to  a  point:  thence  S.  7’30' 
W..  approximately  225  feet  to  a  point;  thence 

5.  89  E ,  approximately  217  feet  to  a  point: 
thence  S.  38*30'  E..  approximately  130  feet 
to  a  point;  thence  S.  13°  W.,  approximately 
303  feet  to  a  point;  thence  S.  16*  E..  approxi¬ 
mately  40  feet  to  a  point;  thence  S.  20*41 '30" 
W'..  approximately  220  feet  to  a  point;  thence 
S.  83  W..  approximately  230  feet  to  a  point; 
thence  N.  1*  E..  approximately  220  feet  to  a 
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point;  thence  S.  86“  W.,  approximately  115 
feet  to  a  point;  thence  S.  6*  E.,  approximate¬ 
ly  244  feet  to  a  point;  thence  N.  89'21'30'' 
W.,  approximately  92  feet  to  the  actual  point 
of  beginning. 

is  not  within  the  Special  Flood  Hazard 
Area.  Accordingly,  Map  No.  H  480171 
Panel  21  is  hereby  corrected  to  reflect 
that  the  above  property  is  not  within  the 
Special  Flood  Hazard  Area  Identified  on 
January  10,  1975. 

(National  Flood  Insurance  Act  of  1968  (Title 
XIII  of  Housing  and  Urban  Development  Act 
of  1968),  effective  January  28,  1969  (33  FR 
17804,  November  28,  1968),  as  amended  (42 
D.S.C.  4001-4128) ;  and  Secretary’s  delegation 
of  authority  to  Federal  Insurance  Adminis¬ 
trator  34  FR  2680,  February  27,  1969,  as 
amended  by  39  FR  2787,  January  24,  1974.) 

Issued;  March  1,  1977. 

J.  Robert  Hunter, 

Acting  Federal 
Insurance  Administrator. 

|FR  Doc.77-8770  Filed  3-23-77; 8:45  am} 


[Docket  No.  FI-2600] 

PART  1920— PROCEDURE  FOR  MAP 
CORRECTION 

Letter  of  Map  Amendment  for  Harris 
County,  Texas 

On  February  14,  1977,  in  42  FR  9118, 
the  Federal  Insurance  Administrator 
published  a  list  of  communities  with 
special  hazard  areas  which  included 
Harris  County,  Texas.  Map  No.  H  &  I 
480287B  Panel  52  indicates  that  Lots  19 
through  23,  Block  4,  Section  7;  Lots  19 
through  32,  Block  6,  Section  7;  Lots  19 
through  22,  Block  7,  Section  7;  Lots  1 
through  4,  20  through  32,  42  through  59, 
and  66  through  90,  Block  10,  Section  7; 
Lots  13  through  19.  Block  16.  Section  7; 
Lots  16  through  21,  28, 29.  and  61  through 
69,  Block  17,  Section  8;  and  Lots  1 
through  11,  Block  25,  Section  8,  Wood¬ 
land  Trails  North,  Harris  Coimty,  Texas, 
as  recorded  in  Volume  227,  Page  110,  and 
Volume  229,  Page  79  of  Plats,,  resjjec- 
tively,  in  the  office  of  the  Clerk  of  the 
County  Court  of  Harris  Coimty,  Texas, 
are  in  their  entirety  within  the  Special 
Flood  Hazard  Area.  It  has  been  deter¬ 
mined  by  the  Federal  Insurance  Admin¬ 
istration,  after  further  technical  review 
of  the  above  map  in  light  of  additional, 
recently  acquired  flood  information,  that 
the  above  property  is  not  within  the 
Special  Flood  Hazard  Area,  but  is  within 
Zone  C.  Accordingly,  Map  No.  H  &  I 
480287B  Panel  52  is  hereby  corrected  to 
reflect  that  the  above  property  is  not 
within  the  Special  Flood  Hazard  Area 
identified  on  July  30,  1976. 

(National  Flood  Insurance  Act  of  1968  (Title 
Xni  of  Housing  and  Urban  Development  Act 
of  1968),  effective  January  28,  1969  (33  FR 
17804,  November  28,  1968),  as  amended  (42 
UH.C.  4001-4128);  and  Secretary’s  delegation 
of  authwity  to  Federal  Insurance  Adminis¬ 
trator  34  FR  2680,  February  27,  1969,  as 
amended  by  39  FR  2787,  January  24,  1974.) 

Issued:  February  18,  1977, 

Howard  B.  Clark, 
Acting  Federal 
Insurance  Administrator. 

(FR  Doc.77-8771  Piled  3-23-77;8:45  am] 


(Docket  No.  FI-279] 

PART  1920— PROCEDURE  FOR  MAP 
CORRECTION 

Letter  of  Map  Amendment  for  City  of 
Richardson,  Texas 

On  June  3,  1974,  in  39  FR  19466,  the 
Federal  Insurance  Administrator  pub¬ 
lished  a  list  of  communities  with  special 
hazard  areas  which  included  Richardson, 
Texas.  Map  No.  H  480184  Panel  09  in¬ 
dicates  that: 

Lots  18  through  26,  Block  B,  Section  2,  Lots 
1  through  6  and  21  through  26,  Block  C,  Sec¬ 
tion  2,  Lots  1  through  7,  Block  D,  Section  2, 
Lots  1  through  13,  Block  F,  Section  2,  Lots  1 
through  8  and  12  through  20,  Block  O,  Sec¬ 
tion  2,  Lots  1  through  17,  Block  S,  Section 
2,  Lots  1  through  20,  Block  T,  Section  2.  Lots 
46  through  54,  Block  B,  Section  3,  Lots  12 
through  19,  Block  D,  Section  3,  Lots  1  through 
12,  Block  E,  Section  3,  Lots  20  through  40, 
Block  H,  Section  3,  Lots  1  through  15,  Block 
J,  Section  3,  Lots  7  through  14,  Block  N,  Sec¬ 
tion  3,  Lots  9  through  15,  Block  P,  Section  3, 
and  Lots  1  and  2,  Block  R,  Section  3,  Meadow- 
creek  Addition,  Richardson,  Texas,  as  re¬ 
corded  in  Volume  73004,  Page  1963  and  Vol¬ 
ume  74020,  Page  2112  of  Plats,  in  the  office 
of  Map  Records,  Dallas  County.  Texas. 

are  in  their  entirety  within  the  Special 
Flood  Hazard  Area.  It  has  been  deter¬ 
mined  by  the  Federal  Insurance  Admin¬ 
istration,  after  further  technical  review 
of  the  above  map  in  light  of  additional, 
recently  acquired  flood  information,  that 
the  above  properties  are  not  within  the 
Soecial  Flood  Hazard  Area.  Accordingly, 
Map  No.  H  480184  Panel  09  is  hereby 
corrected  to  reflect  that  the  above  prop¬ 
erties  are  not  within  the  Special  Flood 
Hazard  Area  identified  on  May  24,  1974. 

(National  Flood  insurance  Act  of  1968  (Title 
XIII  of  Housing  and  Urban  Development  Act 
of  1968),  effective  January  28,  1969  (  33  FR 
17804,  November  28,  1968),  as  amended,  (42 
U.S.C.  4001-4128);  and  Secretary’s  delega¬ 
tion  of  authority  to  Federal  Insurance  Ad¬ 
ministrator  34  PR  2680,  February  27,  1969,  as 
amended  by  39  FR  2787,  January  24,  1974.) 

Issued:  March  1,  1977. 

J.  Robert  Hunter, 

Acting  Federal 
Insurance  Administrator. 

[FR  Doc.77-8773  Piled  3-23-77:8:45  am] 


(Docket  No.  FI-2211 

PART  1920— PROCEDURE  FOR  MAP 
CORRECTION 

Letter  of  Map  Amendment  for  City  of 
Universal  City,  Texas 

On  March  15.  1974,  in  39  m  9928,  the 
Federal  Insurance  Administrator  pub¬ 
lished  a  list  of  communities  with  special 
hazard  areas  which  included  Universal 
City.  Texas.  Map  No.  H  480049A  Panel  03. 
indicates  that  Lots  1,  2  and  3  through  19, 
Block  1,  Lots  7  through  11,  Block  2.  Lots 
18  and  19,  Block  6,  Lots  54,  66.  69  and  70, 
Block  7,  Lots  1  through  4,  Block  9,  and 
Lots  2,  3,  and  4,  Block  10.  Unit  18,  Phase 
n.  Live  Oak  Village,  Universal  City, 
Texas,  as  recorded  in  Book  Volume  7800, 
Pages  138  and  139  of  Plats,  in  the  office  of 
the  County  Clerk,  Bexar  County,  Texas, 


are  in  their  entirety  within  the  Special 
Flood  Hazard  Area.  It  has  been  deter¬ 
mined  by  the  Federal  Insurance  Admin¬ 
istration,  after  further  technical  review 
of  the  above  map  in  light  of  additional, 
recently  acquired  flood  information,  that 
the  above  property  is  not  within  the  Spe¬ 
cial  Flood  Hazard  Area.  Accordingly, 
Map  No.  H  480049A  Panel  03  is  hereby 
corrected  to  reflect  that  Unit  18,  Live 
Oak  Village  is  within  the  corporate  lim¬ 
its  of  Universal  City.  Texas,  and  that  the 
above-mentioned  lots  are  not  within  the 
Special  Flood  Hazard  Area  identified  on 
March  8, 1974  and  April  2, 1976. 

(National  FlooU  Insurance  Act  of  1968  (’Title 
XIII  of  Housing  and  Urban  Development  Act 
of  1968),  effective  January  28.  1969  (  33  FR 
17804,  November  28,  1968),  as  amended  (42 
U.S.C.  4001-4128);  and  Secretary’s  delega¬ 
tion  of  authority  to  Federal  Insurance  Ad¬ 
ministrator  34  FR  2680,  February  27,  1969,  as 
amended  by  39  FR  2787,  January  24,  1974.) 

Issued:  February  18, 1977, 

Howard  B.  Clark, 

Acting  Federal 
Insurance  Administrator. 

(FR  Doc.77-8773  Piled  3-23-77; 8: 45  am] 


[Docket  No.  FI-880] 

PART  1920— PROCEDURE  FOR  MAP 
CORRECTION 

Letter  of  Map  Amendment  for  City  of 
Chesapeake,  Virginia 

On  February  13.  1976,  in  41  FR  6738, 
the  Federal  Insurance  Administrator 
published  a  list  of  communities  with 
special  hazard  areas  which  included 
Chesapeake.  Virginia.  Map  No.  H 
510034A  Panel  07  indicates  that  Lot  19, 
Section  One,  "Old  Farm,”  Chesapeake, 
Virginia,  as  recorded  in  Mapbook  34, 
Page  72  of  Plats  in  the  Office  of  the 
Clerk  Circuit  Court  of  the  City  of  Chesa¬ 
peake,  Virginia,  is  In  its  entirety  within 
the  Special  Flood  Hazard  Area.  It  has 
been  determined  by  the  Federal  Insur¬ 
ance  Administration,  after  further  tech¬ 
nical  review  of  the  above  map  in  light  of 
additional,  recently  acquired  flood  in- 
formatimi,  that  the  existing  structure 
on  the  above  property  is  not  within  the 
Special  Flood  Hazard  Area.  Accordingly, 
Map  No.  H  510034A  Panel  07  is  hereby 
corrected  to  reflect  that  the  existing 
structure  on  the  above  property  is  not 
within  the  Special  Flood  Hazard  Area 
identified  on  June  18.  1970. 

(National  Flood  Insurance  Act  of  1968  (Title 
XIII  of  Housing  and  Urban  Development  Act 
of  1968),  effective  January  28,  1969  (  33  FR 
17804,  November  38,  1968),  as  amended,  (42 
U.S.C.  4001-4138);  and  Secretary’s  delegation 
of  authority  to  Federal  Insurance  Adminis¬ 
trator  34  FR  2680,  February  27,  1969,  as 
amended  by  39  FR  2787,  January  24,  1974.) 

Issued;  March  1. 1977. 

J.  Robert  Hunter, 

Acting  Federal 
Insurance  Administrator. 

(FR  Doc.77-8774  Filed  3-23-77:8:45  am] 


FEDERAL  REGISTER,  VOL.  42,  NO.  57-^THURSDAY,  MARCH  24.  1977 


RULES  AND  REGULATIONS 


15909 


Title  25— Indians 

CHAPTER  I— BUREAU  OF  INDIAN  AF¬ 
FAIRS.  DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  INTERIOR 

PART  221— OPERATION  AND 
MAINTENANCE  CHARGES 

San  Carios  Indian  Irrigation  Protect, 
Arizona 

On  page  7967  of  the  Federal  Register 
of  February  8,  1977,  there  was  published 
a  notice  of  proposal  to  modify  §  221.65  of 
Title  25,  Code  of  Federal  Regulations, 
dealing  with  charges  to  villages,  towns, 
and  schools  of  the  San  Carlos  Indian  Ir¬ 
rigation  Project,  Arizona. 

Interested  persons  were  given  30  days 
within  which  to  submit  written  com¬ 
ments,  suggestions,  or  objections  with  re¬ 
spect  to  the  proposed  amendment.  No 
comments,  suggestions,  or  objections 
were  received,  and  the  proposed  revision 
is  hereby  adopted  without  change,  as  set 
forth  below. 

The  revised  section  will  read  as  fol¬ 
lows: 

§  221.65  Asspssnirnl,  villages,  towns, 
and  schools. 

(a)  Such  project  water  as  shall  be 
available  may  be  delivered  to  the  villages, 
towns,  and  .schools,  not  included  in  the 

'  designated  area  of  the  San  Carlos  Irriga¬ 
tion  Project,  for  the  irrigation  of  lawns 
and  gardens.  Beginning  on  October  1. 
1977,  and  until  further  order,  the  charge 
for  such  services  shall  be  $26.00  per  acre- 
foot  of  water  delivered  payable  in  ad¬ 
vance  of  delivery. 

(b)  The  delivery  of  water  and  the  col¬ 
lection  therefor  shall  be  made  by  the 
San  Carlos  Irrigation  and  Drainage  Dis¬ 
trict.  It  is  agreed  that,  for  the  balance 
of  the  season  of  1977,  commencing  on 
October  1. 1977,  and  each  year  thereafter 
until  further  order,  the  District  shall  re¬ 
tain  $14.00  per  acre-foot  on  which  col¬ 
lection  shall  be  made,  as  its  compensa¬ 
tion  for  rendering  the  service.  The  re¬ 
mainder  of  the  collections  shall  be  paid 
to  the  Project  Engineer  for  the  San  Car¬ 
los  Irrigation  Project  for  the  benefit  of 
the  joint  works. 

Charles  D.  Worthman, 
Assistant  Area  Director. 

(FR  Doc.77-8851  Piled  3-23-77;8:45  ami 


PART  221— OPERATION  AND 
MAINTENANCE  CHARGES 

Florence-Casa  Grande  Indian  Irrigation 
Project,  Arizona 

On  pages  7967  and  7968  of  the  Federal 
Register  of  February  8,  1977,  there  was 
published  a  notice  of  proposal  to  modify 
9$  221.70  and  221.72  of  Title  25.  Code 
of  Federal  Regulations,  dealing  with  op¬ 
eration  and  maintenance  assessments  on 
the  Florence-Casa  Orande  Indian  Irri¬ 
gation  Project,  Arizona. 

Interested  persons  were  given  30  days 
within  which  to  submit  written  com¬ 
ments,  suggestions,  or  objections  with 
respect  to  the  proposed  amendments.  No 
comments,  suggestions,  or  objections 
were  received,  and  the  propos^  revi¬ 
sions  are  hereby  adopted  without 
change,  as  set  forth  below. 


The  revised  sections  will  read  as  fol¬ 
lows: 

§  221.70  Charges. 

Pursuant  to  the  Act  of  May  18,  1916 
(39  Stat  130),  and  supplementary  acts, 
and  an  agreement  with  the  landowners 
commonly  called  the  Florence-Casa 
Grande  landowners’  agreement,  the  op¬ 
eration  and  maintenance  charges,  in¬ 
cluding  the  administration  of  the  Gila 
River  Decree,  which  shall  be  assessed 
against  privately  owned  lands  of  he 
Florence-Casa  Grande  Irrigation  Proj¬ 
ect,  are  hereby  fixed  at  $17.00  per  acre 
for  the  calendar  year  1977,  and  until 
further  notice. 

§  221.72  C.onfiilions. 

The  San  Carlos  Irrigation  and  Drain¬ 
age  District,  pursuant  to  §9  22 1.69a- 
221.69m.  shall  collect  the  charges  as  pro¬ 
vided  for  in  9§  221.70  and  221.71,  and 
shall  make  delivery  of  water  to  the  lands 
of  the  Florence-Casa  Grande  Project. 
The  District  shall  be  compensated  for 
such  service  at  the  rate  of  $8.50  per  acre 
for  each  acre  to  which  water  shall  be 
delivered  and  tlie  charges  collected,  and 
shall  pay  the  balance  of  such  amount  to 
the  Project  Engineer  of  the  San  Carlos 
Irrigation  Project  for  the  benefit  of  the 
joint  works. 

Charles  D.  Worthman, 
Assistant  Area  Director. 
[FR  Doc.77-8850  Filed  3-23-77; 8:45  amj 

Title  32 — National  Defense 

CHAPTER  I— OFFICE  OF  THE  SECRETARY 
OF  DEFENSE 

SUBCHAPTER  R — CHARTERS 

PART  350— ASSISTANT  SECRETARY  OF 
DEFENSE  (COMMUNICATIONS,  COM¬ 
MAND,  CONTROL,  AND  INTELLIGENCE) 

On  March  11,  1977,  the  Secretary  of 
Defense  established  the  position  of  the 
Assistant  Secretary  of  Defense  (Com¬ 
munications,  Command,  Control,  and 
Intelligence  (CT)  consolidating  the  As¬ 
sistant  Secretary  of  Defense  (Intel¬ 
ligence/Director  of  Defense  Intelligence 
ligence  (DDI)  with  the  Director,  Tele¬ 
communications  and  Command  and 
Control  Systems  (DTACCS) . 

Part  350  reads  as  follow’s: 

Sec. 

350.1  Purpose. 

350.2  Responsibilities. 

350.3  Functions. 

350.4  Organization  and  management  ar¬ 

rangements. 

350.5  Relationships. 

350.6  Authority. 

Authority:  10  U.S.C.  133  and  136. 

§  350.1  Purpose. 

Pursuant  to  the  authority  vested  in  the 
Secretary  of  Defense  under  the  provi¬ 
sions  of  10  U.S.C.  133  and  136,  one  of 
the  positions  of  Assistant  Secretary  of 
Defense  is  designated  the  Assistant  Sec¬ 
retary  of  Defense  (Communications. 
Command,  Control,  and  Intelligence) 
(hereinafter  “the  ASD  (CT)”),  with  re¬ 
sponsibilities.  functions,  and  authorities 
as  prescribed  herein. 


§  350.2  ReRpon!iibililir«. 

The  ASD  (CT)  is  the  principal  staff 
assistant  to  the  Secretary  of  Defense  for 
DOD  telecommunications,  command  and 
control,  and  intelligence  resources  (in¬ 
cluding  related  warning  and  reconnais¬ 
sance  activities).  He  also  serves  as  prin¬ 
cipal  staff  assistant  in  carrying  out  the 
Secretary  of  Defense’s  responsibilities  as 
Executive  Agent  of  the  National  Com¬ 
munications  System  (NCS).  For  each  of 
his  assigned  areas  he  shall: 

(a)  Provide  advice,  made  recommen¬ 
dations.  and  issue  guidance  on  DOD 
plans,  programs,  and  fiscal  activities. 

(b)  Develop  policies,  systems  and 
standards  for  the  administration  and 
management  of  approved  plans  and 
programs. 

(c)  Initiate  and  review*  programs  for 
carrying  out  approved  policies. 

(d)  Review  the  ouallty  and  timeliness 
of  products  and  their  effectiveness  for 
users. 

(e)  In  conjunction  with  the  ASD 
(Comptroller),  review  proposed  pro¬ 
grams.  and  the  resources  required  to 
implement  them,  formulate  bu^et  esti¬ 
mates.  and  recommend  resource  alloca¬ 
tions. 

(f)  Monitor  the  implementation  of  ap¬ 
proved  programs,  cooperation,  and 
mutual  understanding  between  the  other 
Federal  agencies. 

(g)  Participate  in  those  planning,  pro¬ 
gramming,  and  budgeting  activities 
which  relate  to  ASD  (CT)  responsibili¬ 
ties. 

<h)  Exercise,  subject  to  the  direction 
of  Director  of  Defense  Research  and 
Engineering,  the  latter’s  direction,  au¬ 
thority  and  control  over  all  research  and 
development  matters  related  to  com¬ 
munications,  command,  control,  and 
intelligence. 

(i)  Exercise  direction,  authority,  and 
control  over  all  DOD  actions  to  allocate 
resources  for  intelligence  activities,  ex¬ 
cept  those  organic  to  combatant  forces 
and  those  intelligence  suppiort  activities 
specifically  delegated  to  the  Joint  Chiefs 
of  Staff.  Authority  over  the  intelligence 
activities  of  the  Military  Departments 
will  be  exercised  through  the  Secretary 
of  the  Military  Department  concerned. 

(j)  Serve  on  boards,  committees,  and 
other  groups  piertaining  to  his  functional 
areas. 

(k)  Perform  such  other  duties  as  the 
Secretary  of  Defense  may  from  time  to 
time  prescribe. 

§  350.3  Funrlion^. 

The  ASD  (C’  I)  shall  carry  out  the 
responsibilities  described  in  §  350.2  in  the 
following  areas: 

(a)  Facilities,  equipment,  systems,  and 
resources. 

(b)  Satellite  activities. 

(c)  Command  and  Control  Systems, 
including  the  World-Wide  Military  Com¬ 
mand  and  Control  System  (WWMCCS) . 

(d)  Telecommimications. 

(e)  Application  and  integration  of 
ADP  technology. 

(f )  National  Communications  System. 
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(g>  Surveillance,  warning,  and  recon¬ 
naissance  related  to  communications, 
command  and  control  or  intelligence. 

(h>  Integration  of  national  and  tacti¬ 
cal  communications,  command  and  con¬ 
trol.  and  intelligence. 

(i)  Intelligence  collection  and  proc¬ 
essing. 

(j)  Communications  Security  (COM 
SEC). 

(k)  Electronic  Counter -Countermeas¬ 
ures  (ECCM). 

(l)  Such  other  areas  as  the  Secretary 
of  Defense  may  from  time  to  time  pre¬ 
scribe. 

(m)  Exclusion:  (1)  Operational  direc¬ 
tion  of  communications,  command,  con¬ 
trol,  and  intelligence. 

(2)  Telecommunications  and  com¬ 
mand  control  systems  integral  to  weap¬ 
ons  systems  designed  for,  and  usually 
delivered  with,  and  as  part  of  an  aircraft, 
missile  complex,  ship,  tank,  etc.,  the  cost 
of  which  are  normally  included  in  the 
cost  of  the  weapons  systems. 

§  350.4  Organization  and  managoiiionl 
arrangements. 

(a)  The  ASD  (C"  I)  may  be  assisted  by 
such  deputies  as  he  shall  appoint  with 
the  approval  of  the  Secretary  of  Defense. 

(b)  The  ASD  (C  ’  I)  shall  provide  tech¬ 
nical  guidance  to  the  World-Wide  Mili¬ 
tary  Command  and  Control  System 
(WWMCCS),  Engineer,  Joint  Tactical 
Communications  Office  (TRI-TAC),  and 
Electromagnetic  Compatibility  Analysis 
Center  (ECAC) . 

§  350.5  Relationships. 

(a)  In  the  performance  of  his  duties, 
the  ASD  (C*I)  shall: 

(1)  Coordinate  and  exchange  informa¬ 
tion  with  other  DOD  organizations  hav¬ 
ing  collateral  or  related  functions. 

(2)  Use  existing  facilities  and  services, 
whenever  practicable,  to  achieve  maxi¬ 
mum  efficiency  and  economy. 

(b)  All  DOD  organizations  shall  co¬ 
ordinate  all  matters  concerning  the 
functions  cited  in  §  350.3  with  the  ASD 
(C’l). 

§  350.6  Authority. 

The  ASD  (C*  I)  is  hereby  delegated 
authority  to: 

(a)  Issue  instructions  and  one-time 
directive-type  memoranda  which  carry 
out  policies  approved  by  the  Secretary  of 
Defense  in  his  assigned  fields  of  resjxm- 
sibility.  Instructions  issued  to  the  Mili¬ 
tary  Departments  will  be  issued  through 
the  Secretaries  of  those  Departments  or 
their  designees.  Instructions  to  Unified 
or  Specified  Commands  will  be  issued 
through  the  Joint  Chiefs  of  Staff. 

(b)  Obtain  such  reports,  information 
and  assistance,  consistent  with  the  poli¬ 
cies  and  criteria  of  DOD  Directive  5000.- 
19  as  he  deems  necessary. 

(c)  Communicate  directly  with  the 
heads  of  DOD  organizations,  including 
the  Secretaries  of  the  Military  Depart¬ 
ments.  the  Joint  Chiefs  of  Staff,  the  Di¬ 
rectors  of  Defense  Agencies  and,  through 
the  Joint  Chiefs  of  Staff,  the  Command¬ 
ers  of  Unified  or  Specified  Commands. 


(d)  Establish  arrangements  for  DOD 
participation  in  those  non-defense  gov¬ 
ernmental  programs  for  which  he  has 
been  assigned  primary  cognizance. 

■(e)  Communicate  with  other  govern¬ 
ment  agencies,  representatives  of  the 
legislative  branch,  and  members  of  the 
public,  as  appropriate,  in  carrying  out 
assigned  functions. 

Maurice  W.  Roche, 
Director.  Correspondence  and 
Directives  OASD  (Comp¬ 
troller)  . 

March  21,  1977. 

(FR  Doc.77-8721  Filed  3-23-77:8:45  am] 


Title  50 — Wildlife  and  Fisheries 

CHAPTER  I— UNITED  STATES  FISH  AND 

WILDLIFE  SERVICE,  DEPARTMENT  OF 

THE  INTERIOR 

PART  33— SPORT  FISHING 

Arrowwood  National  Wildlife  Refuge, 

N.  Dak. 

The  following  special  regulation  is  is¬ 
sued  and  is  effective  March  24,  1977. 

§  3.3. .5  .''porial  repulalions;  (.port  fish¬ 
ing:  for  individual  Kildlifr  refuge 
are:j>«. 

North  Dakota 

ARROWWOOD  N.ATIONAL  WILDLIFE  REFUGE 

Sport  fishing  on  the  Arrowwood  National 
Wildlife  Refuge.  North  Dakota,  Is  permit¬ 
ted  only  on  the  areas  designated  by  signs  as 
open  to  fishing.  Tliese  areas  comprising  1,550 
acres  are  delineated  on  maps  available  at 
the  refuge  headquarters  and  from  the  of¬ 
fice  of  the  Regional  Director,  U.S.  Fish  and 
Wildlife  Service.  10597  West  Cth  Avenue,  Den¬ 
ver.  Colorado  80215.  Information  Is  also  avail¬ 
able  from  James  W.  Matthews.  Refuge  Man¬ 
ager,  Arrowwood  NWR,  Pingree,  North 
Dakota;  telephone  number  (701)  285-3341. 

Sport  fishing  shall  be  in  accordance  with 
all  applicable  North  Dakota  regulations  sub¬ 
ject  to  the  following  special  conditions: 

(1)  Tlie  open  season  for  sport  fishing  on 
the  refuge  shall  extend  from  May  1.  1977 
through  September  30,  1977. 

(2)  The  use  of  boats  with  electric  motors 
is  permitted.  The  use  of  all  other  types  of 
motors  is  not  permitted. 

(3)  Fishing  allowed  during  daylight  hours 
only. 

The  provisions  of  these  special  regulations 
supplement  the  regulations  which  govern 
fishing  on  wildlife  refuge  areas  generally 
which  are  set  in  Title  50,  Part  33.  and  are 
effective  through  September  30,  1977. 

Note. — The  Fish  and  Wildlife  Service  has 
determined  that  this  document  does  not 
contain  a  major  proposal  requiring  prepara¬ 
tion  of  an  Economic  Impact  Statement  un¬ 
der  Executive  Order  11949  and  OMB  Circu¬ 
lar  A-107. 

James  W.  Matthews, 
Refuge  Manager.  .  Arrowwood 
National  Wildlife  Refuge. 
Filigree.  North  Dakota. 

March  15. 1977. 

|FR  Doc  77-8701  Filed  3-23-77:8:45  am] 


PART  33— SPORT  FISHING 
Long  Lake  National  Wildlife  Refuge,  N.  Dak. 

The  following  special  regulation  is  is¬ 
sued  and  is  effective  March  24.  1977. 


§  33.5  Special  regulations:  sport  fish¬ 
ing;  for  individual  wildlife  refuge 
areas. 

North  Dakota 

LONG  LAKE  NATIONAL  WILDLIFE  REFUGE 

Sport  fishing  on  the  Long  Lake  National 
Wildlife  Refuge.  Mofflt,  North  Dakota,  is  per¬ 
mitted  in  certain  refuge  waters.  These  open 
areas,  comprising  about  4  miles  of  shoreline, 
are  delineated  on  maps  available  at  refuge 
headquarters  and  from  the  office  of  the  Re¬ 
gional  Director,  U.S.  Fish  and  Wildlife  Serv¬ 
ice,  10597  West  6th  Avenue.  Denver.  Colorado 
80215.  Information  is  also  available  from 
James  W.  Matthews.  Refuge  Manager.  Arrow- 
wood  NWR.  Pingree,  North  Dakota;  telephone 
number  (701)  285-3341. 

Sport  fishing  shall  be  in  accordance  with 
all  applicable  North  Dakota  regulations  sub¬ 
ject  to  the  following  special  conditions: 

(1)  The  open  season  for  summer  sport 
fishing  on  the  refuge  shall  extend  from 
May  1,  1977  through  September  30.  1977. 

(2)  Bank  fishing  only  is  allow'ed. 

(3)  Fishing  is  allowed  during  daylight 
hours,  only. 

The  provisions  of  these  special  regulations 
supplement  the  regulations  which  govern 
fishing  on  wildlife  refuge  areas  generally 
which  are  set  in  Title  50.  Part  33,  and  are  ef¬ 
fective  through  September  30,  1977. 

Note. — The  Fish  and  Wildlife  Service  has 
determined  that  this  document  does  not  con¬ 
tain  a  major  proposal  requiring  preparation 
of  an  Economic  Impact  Statement  under  Ex¬ 
ecutive  Order  11949  and  OMB  Circular  A-107. 

James  W.  Matthews, 

Refuge  Manager  Arrowwood 
National  Wildlife  Refuge. 
Pingree.  North  Dakota. 

March  15,  1977, 

1  FR  Doc.77-8700  Filed  3-23-77;  8 : 45  am] 


PART  33— SPORT  FISHING 

Squaw  Creek  National  Wildlife  Refuge, 
Missouri 

The  following  special  regulation  is  is¬ 
sued  and  is  effective  on  March  24,  1977. 

§  33. .5  .Special  regulations:  Sport  fish¬ 
ing:  fur  individual  wildlife  refuge 
areas. 

Missouri 

SQUAW  CREEK  NATIONAL  WILDLIFE  REFUGE 

Sport  fishing  is  permitted  on  yie 
Squaw  Creek  National  Wildlife  Refuge. 
Missouri.  Maps  are  available  at  refuge 
headquarters  and  from  the  office  of  the 
Area  Manager,  U.S.  Pish  and  Wildlife 
Service.  Federal  Building.  Room  1748, 
601  East  12th  Street,  Kansas  City.  Mis¬ 
souri  64106.  Sport  Fishing  shall  be  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  all  applicable  State  regu¬ 
lations  subject  to  the  following  condi¬ 
tions  : 

1.  Open  Season  will  be  April  1,  1977 
through  December  31,  1977  during  day¬ 
light  hours  only. 

( a )  Spearing  and  gigging  of  non-game 
fish  is  permitted  April  1.  1977  through 
June  30.  1977. 

(b)  Bullfrogs  may  be  taken  from  July 
1  through  Itpvember  30. 1977. 

(c)  Snapping  turtles  may  be  taken  by 
rod.  reel  and  pole. 

2.  Refuge  waters  will  be  open  to  the 
use  of  rowboats,  canoes  or  sailboats.  No 
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sailboats  ponnitted  after  September  1, 
1977. 

3.  The  use  of  motors  on  boats  will  be 
restricted  to  trolling  or  electric  type 
motors. 

The  provisions  of  this  special  regula¬ 
tion  supplement  the  regulations  which 
govern  fishing  on  wildlife  refuge  areas 
generally  which  are  set  forth  in  Title  50, 
Code  of  Federal  Regulations.  Part  33  and 
are  effective  through  December  31,  1977. 

Gerald  M.  Nugent, 
Refuge  Manager.  Squaw  Creek 
National  Wildlife  Refuge. 
Mound  City,  Missouri. 

March  15, 1977. 

(FR  Doc.77-8699  Piled  3-23-77;8:45  am] 

Title  7 — Agriculture 

CHAPTER  IX — AGRICULTURAL  MARKET¬ 
ING  SERVICE  (MARKETING  AGREE¬ 
MENTS  AND  ORDERS;  FRUITS.  VEGE¬ 
TABLES.  NUTS),  DEPARTMENT  OF 

AGRICULTURE 

(Navel  Orange  Reg.  4061 

PART  907— NAVEL  ORANGES  GROWN  IN 

ARIZONA  AND  DESIGNATED  PART  OF 

CALIFORNIA 

Limitation  of  Handling 

This  regulation  fixes  the  quantity  of 
Califomia-Arizona  Navel  oranges  that 
may  be  shipped  to  fresh  market  during 
the  weekly  regulation  period  March 
25-31,  1977.  It  is  issued  pursuant  to  the 
Agricultural  Marketing  Agreement  Act 
of  1937,  as  amended,  and  Marketing 
Order  No.  907.  The  quantity  of  Navel 
oranges  so  fixed  was  arrived  at  after 
consideration  of  the  total  available  sup¬ 
ply  of  Navel  oranges,  the  quantity  cur¬ 
rently  available  for  market,  the  fresh 
market  demand  for  Navel  oranges.  Navel 
orange  prices,  and  the  relationship  of 
season  average  returns  to  the  parity 
price  for  Navel  oranges. 

§  907.706  Navel  Orange  Regulation  406. 

(a)  Findings.  (1)  Pursuant  to  the 
marketing  agreement,  as  amended,  and 
Order  No.  907,  as  amended  (7  CFR  Part 
907),  regulating  the  handling  of  Navel 
oranges  grown  in  Arizona  and  desig¬ 
nated  part  of  California,  effective  under 
the  applicable  provisions  of  the  Agri¬ 
cultural  Marketing  Agreement  Act  of 
1937,  as  amended  (7  U.S.C.  601-674), 
and  upon  the  basis  of  the  recommenda¬ 
tions  and  information  submitted  by.  the 
Navel  Orange  Administrative  Commit¬ 
tee,  established  under  the  said  amended 
marketing  agreement  and  order,  and 
upon  other  available  information  it  is 
hereby  found  that  the  limitation  of 
handling  of  such  Navel  oranges,  as  here¬ 
inafter  provided,  will  tend  to  effectuate 
the  declared  policy  of  the  act. 

(2)  The  need  for  this  regulation  to 
limit  the  respective  quantities  of  Navel 
oranges  that  may  be  marketed  from 
District  1,  District  2,  and  District  3  dur¬ 
ing  the  ensuing  week  stems  from  the 
production  and  marketing  situation  con¬ 
fronting  the  Navel  orange  industry. 


(i)  The  committee  has  submitted  its 
recommendation  with  respect  to  the 
quantities  of  Navel  oranges  that  should 
be  marketed  during  the  next  succeeding 
week.  Such  recommendation,  designed 
to  provide  equity  of  marketing  opportu¬ 
nity  to  handlers  in  aU  districts,  resulted 
from  consideration  of  the  factors  enum¬ 
erated  in  the  order.  The  committee 
further  reports  that  the  fresh  market 
demand  for  Navel  oranges  continues  to 
improve  slightly.  Prices  f.o.b.  averaiged 
$3.70  a  carton  on  a  reported  sales  volume 
of  1,172  carlots  last  week,  compared  with 
$3.59  per  carton  on  sales  of  1,111  carlots 
a  week  earlier.  Track  and  rolling  sup¬ 
plies  at  545  cars  were  down  13  cars  from 
last  week. 

(ii)  Having  considered  the  recom¬ 
mendation  and  information  submitted 
by  the  c(Mnmittee,  and  other  available 
information,  the  Secretary  finds  that  the 
respective  quantities  of  Navel  oranges 
which  may  be  handled  should  be  fixeH 
as  hereinafter  set  forth. 

(3)  It  is  hereby  further  found  that  it 
is  impracticable  and  contrary  to  the  pub¬ 
lic  interest  to  give  preliminary  notice, 
engage  in  public  rulemaking  procedure, 
and  postjsone  the  effective  date  of*  this 
section  until  30  days  after  publication 
hereof  in  the  Federal  Register  (5  U.S.C. 
553)  because  the  time  intervening  be¬ 
tween  the  date  when  information  upon 
which  this  section  is  based  became  avail¬ 
able  and  the  time  this  section  must  be¬ 
come  effective  in  order  to  effectuate  the 
declared  policy  of  the  act  is  insufficient, 
and  a  reasonable  time  is  permitted,  under 
the  circumstances,  for  preparation  for 
such  effective  time;  and  good  cause 
exists  for  making  the  provisions  hereof 
effective  as  hereinafter  set  forth.  The 
committee  held  an  open  meeting  during 
the  current  week,  after  giving  due  notice 
thereof,  to  consider  supply  and  market 
conditions  for  Navel  oranges  and  the 
need  for  regulation;  interested  persons 
were  afforded  an  opportunity  to  submit 
information  and  views  at  this  meeting; 
the  recommendation  and  supporting  in¬ 
formation  for  regulation,  including  its 
effective  time,  are  identical  with  the 
aforesaid  recommendation  of  the  com¬ 
mittee,  and  information  concerning  such 
provisions  and  effective  time  has  been 
disseminated  among  handlers  of  such 
Navel  oranges;  it  is  necessary,  in  order 
to  effectuate  the  declared  policy  of  the 
act,  to  make  this  section  effective  during 
the  period  herfein  specified;  and  com¬ 
pliance  with  this  section  will  not  require 
any  special  preparation  on  the  part  of 
persons  subject  hereto  which  cannot  be 
completed  on  or  before  the  effective  date 
hereof.  Such  committee  meeting  was 
held  on  March  22.  1977. 

(b)  Order.  (1)  The  respective  quanti¬ 
ties  of  Navel  oranges  grown  in  Arizona 
and  designated  part  of  California  which 
may  be  handled  during  the  period 
March  25,  1977,  through  March  31.  1977, 
are  hereby  fixed  as  follows; 

(1)  District  1:  l,296jD00  cartons; 

(ii)  D^trict  2:  304,000  cartons; 

(iii)  District  3;  Unlimited  movement. 

(2)  As  used  in  this  section,  “handled,” 
“District  1,"  “District  2.”  “District  3,” 


and  “carton”  have  the  same  meaning  as 
when  used  in  said  amended  marketing 
agreement  and  order. 

(Secs.  1-19,  48  Stat.  31,  as  amended  (7  U.S.C. 
601-674).) 

Dated;  March  23, 1977. 

Charles  R.  Brader, 
Deputy  Director.  Fruit  and 
Vegetable  Division,  Agricul¬ 
tural  Marketing  Service. 

I  FR  Doc.77-9039  Filed  3-23-77;ll:13  am) 

CHAPTER  XVIII— FARMERS  HOME  ADMIN¬ 
ISTRATION.  DEPARTMENT  OF  AGRICUL¬ 
TURE 

subchaptfr  b— loans  and  grants 

PRIMARILY  FOR  REAL  ESTATE  PURPOSES 

(FmHA  Instruction  444.1] 

PART  1822— RURAL  HOUSING  LOANS 
AND  GRANTS 

Subpart  A — Section  502  Rural  Housing 

Loan  Policies  Procedures  and  Authoriza¬ 
tions 

Massachusetts  and  Mississippi 

Exhibit  O  of  Subpart  A  of  Part  1822, 
Chapter  XVIII.  TiUe  7  of  the  Code  of 
Federal  Regulations  (41  FR  42641;  42 
FR  2051)  is  revised  to  delete  one  commu¬ 
nity  and  add  two  others  to  the  list  of 
rural  areas  of  between  10,000  and  20,000 
population,  eligible  for  Farmers  Home 
Administration  (FmHA)  rural  housing 
programs. 

The  Secretary  of  Agriculture  has  de¬ 
termined  that  the  two  rural  areas  being 
added  to  the  eligible  list  have  a  serious 
lack  of  credit  for  low-  and  moderate- 
income  families.  Since  publishing  for 
comment  would  delay  these  families 
from  becoming  eligible  for  the  financing 
needed  to  obtain  adequate  housing,  and 
thus  would  be  contrary  to  the  public  in¬ 
terest.  these  revisions  will  become  effec¬ 
tive  on  March  24, 1977. 

Exhibit  G  is  revised  by  deleting  the 
town  of  “Glens  Falls”  where  it  appears 
under  the  State  of  New  York  because  the 
town,  along  with  the  surroimding  area, 
is  over  20,000  population  and  is  thus  not 
eligible  for  FmHA  assistance.  The  addi¬ 
tions  to  the  list  of  towns  in  Exhibit  G 
are  as  follows; 

Exhibit  C  [Amended] 

Additions;  The  following  two  places 
are  added  to  Exhibit  G.  Subpart  A  of 
Part  1822,  Chapter  XVIII,  as  eligible 
areas: 

Massachusetts:  before  “Greenfield”  add 

“Gardner” 

Mississippi:  after  “Corinth”  add  “Grenada” 

Effective  date;  This  revision  shall  be¬ 
come  effective  on  March  24, 1977. 

(42  U.S.C.  1480;  delegation  of  authority  by 
the  Secretary  of  Agriculture.  7  CFR  2.23; 
delegation  of  authority  by  the  Assistant  Sec¬ 
retary  for  Rural  Development.  7  CFR  2.70.) 

Dated:  March  11, 1977. 

Frank  W.  Naylor,  Jr., 
Acting  Administrator. 

(FR  Doc.77-8728  Piled  3-23-77;8:45  am] 
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SUBCHAPTER  C — LOANS  PRIMARILY  FOR 
PRODUCTION  PURPOSES 

(FmHA  Instruction  441.2] 

PART  1832— EMERGENCY  LOANS 

Subpart  A — Emergency  Loan  Policies. 
Procedures  and  Authorizations 

Normal  Year’s  Production 

AGENCY:  Farmers  Home  Administra¬ 
tion.  Agricultural  Department. 

ACTION:  Pinal  rule. 

SUMMARY:  USDA-PmHA  amends  its 
regulations  to  allow  the  determination 
of  normal  year’s  production  on  the  basis 
of  the  per  acre  or  per  animal  production 
for  the  5  years  immediately  preceding 
the  disaster  year  as  provided  by  the  State 
Crop  and  Livestock  Report  Service.  State 
Statistical  Office  of  the  Statistical  Re¬ 
porting  Service  CSRS)  or  similar  body. 
This  amendment  is  necessitated  by  the 
difficulty  involved  in  disaster  victims 
supplying  their  records  for  the  previous 
5  years.  It  is  intended  to  ease  the  proc¬ 
essing  of  the  disaster  loan  applications. 

DATES:  Effective  date:  this  amendment 
is  effective  March  24,  1977.  Comments 
must  be  received  on  or  before  April  25. 
1977. 

ADDRESSEES:  Submit  written  comments 
to  the  Office  of  the  Chief,  Directives 
Management  Branch,  Farmers  Home 
Administration.  U.S.  Department  of 
Agriculture,  South  Building,  Room  6316, 
Washington,  DC  20250.  All  written  com¬ 
ments  made  pursuant  to  this  notice  will 
be  available  for  public  inspection  at  the 
address  given  above. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CON¬ 
TACT: 

James  E.  Lee,  Telephone  number  703- 
447-6157. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORM  ATTON: 
Section  1632.3  of  Subpart  A  of  Part  1832, 
Title  7  Code  of  Federal  Regulations  (40 
FR  42321)  is  revised  by  providing  for 


RULES  AND  REGULATIONS 

establishing  the  normal  year’s  produc¬ 
tion  for  each  applicant  by  using  the 
average  production  per  animal  or  acre 
for  the  county  as  provided  by  the  State 
Crop  and  Livestock  Report  Service.  State 
Statistical  Office  of  the  Statistical  Re¬ 
porting  Service  (SRS)  or  similar  State 
or  Federal  bodies.  In  those  States  where 
neither  a  county  or  State  average  is 
published,  the  State  Director,  with  the 
advice  of  representatives  of  other  Fed¬ 
eral  and  State  agricultural  agencies,  will 
establish  county  averages.  If  the  appli¬ 
cant  presents  factual  information  in¬ 
dicating  higher  production  than  the 
county  average,  the  higher  production 
may  be  used  in  calculating  the  loss. 

It  is  the  policy  of  this  Department  that 
rules  relating  to  public  property,  loans, 
grants,  benefits  or  contracts  shall  be 
published  for  comment  notwithstanding 
the  exemption  of  5  U.S.C.  553.  These  re¬ 
visions.  however,  are  being  published 
without  notice  of  proposed  rulemaking 
because  such  notice  would  delay  the 
granting  of  emergency  loans  to  eligible 
disaster  victims  causing  possible  finan¬ 
cial  losses,  and  is  therefore  contrary  to 
the  public  interest.  Any  delay  in  the  is¬ 
suance  of  the  regulations  may  cause  ex¬ 
treme  hardship  to  many  disaster  victims 
who  cannot  provide  the  information 
presently  reouired  by  paragraph  (1).  In 
addition,  such  delay  may  cause  an  ad¬ 
verse  effect  on  local  economy  of  areas 
affected  by  natural  disasters.  However, 
comments  will  be  accepted  and  material 
thus  submitted  will  be  evaluated  and 
acted  upon  in  the  same  manner  as  if 
this  document  were  a  proposal.  However, 
this  Subpart  A  as  revised  will  remain 
effective  until  it  is  further  revised  or 
amended,  in  order  to  permit  the  public 
business  to  proceed  expeditiously. 

In  §  1832.3  paragraphs  (1),  (1)  (1)  and 
(2)  are  revised  and  paragraphs  (1)(3) 
through  (1)  (6)  are  deleted.  As  amended 
Section  1832.3  paragraph  (1)  reads  as 
follows : 


§  1832.3  Definitions. 

•  •  •  •  • 

(1)  Normal  year’s  production.  The  nor¬ 
mal  year’s  production  will  be  determined 
on  the  basis  of  the  per  acre  or  animal 
production  for  the  5  years  immediately 
preceding  the  year  in  which  the  disaster 
occurred.  Such  production  will  be  that 
as  provided  by  the  State  Crop  and  Live¬ 
stock  Reoort  Service.  State  Statistical 
Office  of  the  Statistical  Reporting  Service 
(SRS)  or  similar  State  or  Federal  body. 
When  such  information  is  nublished  by 
.county,  countv  averaees  will  be  used.  If 
published  only  in  a  State,  the  State  aver¬ 
age  shall  be  used. 

(1)  In  those  States  where  neither  a 
Countv  nor  State  average  is  published, 
the  State  Director,  with  the  advice  of  rep¬ 
resentatives  of  other  Federal  and  State 
agricultural  agencies,  will  establish 
county  averages  and  advise  county  offices 
by  State  regulation.  The  applicant  may 
select  and  eliminate  one  year  out  of  the 
5  years  immediately  preceding  the  dis¬ 
aster  and  the  average  of  those  remaining 
4  years  will  be  his  normal  year’s  pro¬ 
duction. 

(2)  If  an  applicant  presents  factual 
records  for  at  least  4  of  the  5  vears  im- 
mediatelv  preceding  the  disaster  which 
results  in  a  higher  normal  production 
than  that  in  paragraph  (1)(1)  of  this 
section,  the  higher  production  may  be 
used  in  calculating  the  loss. 

(3)  through  (6)  [Deleted! 

•  •  *  •  • 

(7  U.S.C.  1989.  delegation  of  authority  by  the 
Secretary  of  Agriculture,  7  CPR  2.23,  dele¬ 
gation  of  authority  by  the  Assistant  Secre¬ 
tary  for  Rural  Development,  7  CFR  2.70.) 

Effective  date:  This  amendment  is  ef¬ 
fective  on  March  24, 1977. 

Dated:  March  21. 1977. 

Prank  W.  Naylor.  Jr., 

Acting  Administrator, 
Farmers  Home  Administration. 

(FR  Doc.77-8840  Filed  3-23-77:8:46  am] 
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NUCLEAR  REGULATORY 
COMMISSION 
[  10  CFR  Parts  31  and  32  ] 

GENERAL  LICENSE  FOR  MOCK  IODINE- 

125  CALIBRATION  OR  REFERENCE 

SOURCE 

Notice  of  Proposed  Rule  Making 

By  letter  dated  June  23,  1976,  The 
Nucleus.  Inc.,  a  private  company  in  Oak 
Ridge,  Tennessee,  filed  with  the  Nuclear 
Regulatory  Commission  a  petition  for 
rule  making  (PRM-31-2)  requesting 
that  the  Commission  amend  §  31.11, 
“General  License  for  Use  of  Byproduct 
Material  for  Certain  in  vitro  Clinical  or 
Laboratory  Testing,"  in  10  CFR  Part  31 
of  its  regulations  to  Include  a  Mock 
Iodine- 125  calibration  or  reference 
source  composed  of  iodine- 129  and 
americium-241  in  the  list  of  radionu¬ 
clides  in  that  section. 

The  petition  requests  approval  for  dis¬ 
tribution  for  use  under  general  license  of 
a  long-lived  sealed  source  of  a  mixture 
which  closley  simulates  the  gamma  spec¬ 
trum  of  iodine- 125,  thereby  permitting 
more  reliable  use  of  nuclear  medicine  in¬ 
strumentation  because  a  more  reliable 
spectrum  is  obtained  for  purposes  of 
calibration;  This  in  turn  results  in  a  ben¬ 
efit  to  the  patient  and  those  people 
handling  the  source  because  properly 
calibrated  instruments  lessen  the 
chances  of  unnecessary  exposures  to  ra¬ 
diation,  and  improve  the  reliability  of 
application  of  the  data  to  diagnostic 
Judgments.  The  lodlne-129  component 
emits  a  0.040  MeV  gamma  ray  and  a  0.03 
MeV  xenon  x-ray  which  simulate  the 
broad  lower  energy  peak  of  Iodine-125. 
The  amerlcium-241  component  emits  a 
0.060  MeV  gamma  ray  which  simulates 
the  sum  coincidence  peak  of  iodine- 125. 
The  Mock  Iodine- 125  source  has  a  long 
half-life.  433  years  and  1.7  x  10’  years 
for  the  americlum-241  and  iodine-129 
components  respectively,  as  opposed  to 
the  short  half-life  (60  days)  of  iodine- 
125  now  used  in  many  cases  for  instru¬ 
ment  calibration.  The  longer  half-life  of 
the  Mock  Iodine-125  calibration  source 
makes  unnecessary  the  frequent  ex¬ 
change  of  the  source  and  the  associated 
handling  and  transportation. 

Section  31.11  would  be  amended  to  in¬ 
clude  the  Mock  Iodine-125  source  in  the 
list  of  byproduct  material  authorized  for 
certain  in  vitro  clinical  or  laboratory 
testing.  Section  32.71,  “Manufacture  and 
Distribution  of  Byproduct  Material  for 
Certain  in  vitro  Clinical  or  Laboratory 
Testing  tmder  General  License.”  which 
includes  requirements  for  the  Issuance  of 
specific  licenses  to  manufacture  and  dis¬ 
tribute  the  byproduct  material  covered  in 


S  31.11,  would  be  amended  to  Include  the 
Mock  Iodine- 125  calibration  or  reference 
source. 

The  general  license  in  §  31.11  author¬ 
izes  any  physician,  clinical  laboratory  or 
hospital  to  receive,  acquire,  possess, 
transfer  or  use  iodine-125,  Iodine-131, 
carbon- 14,  hydogen-3  amd  lron-59  for 
in  vitro  testing  of  body  fluids.  In  vitro  re¬ 
fers  to  laboratory  tests  performed  outside 
of  the  human  body.  In  the  proposed 
amendment,  the  Mock  Iodine- 125  would 
be  restricted  to  individual  units  of  0.05 
microcurie  of  Iodine-129  and  0.005  mi¬ 
crocurie  of  americium-241. 

Under  S  31.11  the  storage  or  use  of 
a  combined  amount  of  Iodine-125,  iodine- 
131  and  iron-59  is  limited  to  a  total  of 
200  microcuries.  There  are  no  restric¬ 
tions  on  the  total  amount  of  carbon-14 
or  hydrogen-3.  The  Mock  Iodine-125 
source  would  be  included  with  iodine- 
125,  iodine-131  and  iron-59  in  the  total 
of  200  mlcrocurles  for  storage  or  use. 

The  Mock  Iodine- 125  .«ource  would  also 
be  subject  to  §  20  301,  $  20.402,  and  S  20.- 
403  of  this  chapter,  and  S  31.11  w’ill  be 
amended  to  include,  these  provisions  re¬ 
garding  waste  disposal,  reports  of  lost 
or  stolen  byproduct  material,  and  noti¬ 
fication  of  any  incident  involving  by¬ 
product  material. 

The  petitioner  originally  described  the 
Mock  Iodine-125  source  as  containing 
not  more  than  0.01  microcurie  of  amerlci¬ 
um-241  and  0.05  microcurie  of  kxline- 
129.  He  subsequently  indicated  that  0.005 
microcutie  of  americlmn-241  is  adequate. 
Accordingly,  the  proposed  amendment 
would  authorize  the  use  of  a  Mock  lo- 
dme-125  source  containing  not  more 
than  0.005  microcurie  of  americium-241 
and  0.05  microcurie  of  iodine-129. 

It  does  not  appear  that  the  small  quan¬ 
tities  of  the  radionuclides  in  Mock  Io¬ 
dine-125  sources  would  constitute  a  po¬ 
tential  or  substantial  radiation  safety 
problem.  Normal  use.  handling,  and  dis¬ 
posal  are  not  expected  to  result  in  re¬ 
leases  of  iodlne-129  and  amerlcium-241 
from  the  source.  An  estimate  of  the 
radiation  level  at  0.1  meter  from  0.005 
microcurie  of  americium-241  in  the  Mock 
Iodine-125  source  is  4.92  x  10-*  mlUirem 
per  hour  gamma  dose.  The  radiation  level 
at  0.1  meter  from  0.05  mlcrocurle  of 
Iodine-129  In  the  Mock  Iodine  source  is 
1.80  X  10**  mllllrem  per  hour  gamma  dose. 
Based  on  the  low  radiation  levels  received 
from  these  maximum  source  strengths 
permitted,  it  is  unlikely  that  anyone  han¬ 
dling  the  Mock  Iodine- 125  source  woxild 
ever  become  overexposed. 

Disposal  of  the  Mock  Iodine- 125  source 
will  be  accomplished  by  the  general  li¬ 
censee  adhering  to  the  provisions  of 
S  20.301.  Each  Mock  Iodine-125  source 


will  also  bear  a  durable,  clearly  visible 
label  as  described  in  S  32.71  (c) . 

Pursuant  to  the  Atomic  Energy  Act  of 
1954,  as  amended,  the  Energy  Reorga¬ 
nization  Act  of  1974,  as  amended,  and 
section  553  of  title  5  of  the  United  States 
Code,  notice  is  hereby  given  that  the 
adoption  of  the  following  amendments 
to  10  CFR  Parts  31  and  32  is  contem¬ 
plated.  All  interested  persons  who  desire 
to  submit  written  comments  or  sugges¬ 
tions  for  consideration  in  connection 
with  the  proposed  amendments  shoud 
send  them  to  the  Secretary  of  the  Com¬ 
mission,  U.S.  Nuclear  Regulatory  Com¬ 
mission  Washington.  D.C.  20555,  Atten¬ 
tion;  Docketing  and  Service  Branch  by 
May  9.  1977.  Copies  of  comments  on  the 
proposed  amendments  may  be  examined 
at  the  Commission’s  Public  Dociunent 
Room  at  1717  H  Street  NW.,  Washington. 
DC. 

1.  Section  31.11  of  10  CFR  Part  31  is 
amended  by  adding  new  paragraphs, 
(a)  (6)  and  (c)  (5),  and  amending  para¬ 
graphs  (d)(1)  and  (f)  to  read  as  follows: 

§31.11  (>riieral  Li«*en.«c  for  iixr  of  l»>  - 
produrl  mairrial  for  rertain  in  \iiro 
rliniral  or  laboriitory  Ir^ting. 

(a)  *  •  • 

•  •  •  •  * 

<  6 )  Mock  Iodine- 125  reference  or  cali¬ 
bration  sources,  in  units  not  exceeding 
0.05  microcurie  of  iodine-129  and  0.005 
mlcrocurle  of  americium-241  each  for 
use  in  in  vitro  clinical  or  laboratory  tests 
not  Involving  internal  or  external  ad¬ 
ministration  of  byproduct  material,  or 
the  radiation  therefrom,  to  human  be¬ 
ings  or  animals. 

•  *  •  •  • 

^c)  •  •  * 

•  •  •  •  • 

(5)  The  general  licensee  shall  dispose 
of  the  Mock  Iodine- 125  reference  or  cali¬ 
bration  sources  described  in  paragraph 
(a)(6)  of  this  section  as  required  by 
S  20.301  of  this  chapter. 

(d)  •  •  • 

(1)  Except  as  prepackaged  units 
which  are  labeled  in  accordance  with  the 
provisions  of  a  specific  license  Issued 
under  the  provisions  of  S  32.71  of  this 
chapter  or  in  accordance  with  the  pro¬ 
visions  of  a  specific  license  Issued  by  an 
Agreement  State  that  authorizes  manu¬ 
facture  and  distribution  of  lodlne-125, 
lodlne-131,  carbon-14,  hydrogen-S  (trit¬ 
ium).  lron-59,  or  Mock  Iodlne-125  tor 
distribution  to  persons  generally  licensed 
by  the  Agreement  State. 

•  •  •  •  • 

(f)  Any  person  using  byproduct  ma¬ 
terial  pursuant  to  the  general  license  of 
paragnvh  (a)  of  this  section  is  exempt 
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from  the  requirements  of  Parts  19  and  20 
of  this  chapter  with  respect  to  byproduct 
materials  covered  by  that  general  license, 
except  that  such  persons  using  the 
Mock  Iodine- 125  described  in  paragraph 

(a)  (6)  of  this  section  shall  comply  with 
the  provisions  of  §§  20.301,  20.402,  and 
20.403  of  this  chapter. 

2.  Section  32.71  of  10  CFR  Part  32  Is 
amended  by  adding  a  new  paragraph, 

(b)  (6) ,  and  amending  paragraphs  (c)  (1) 
and  (e)  to  read  as  follows: 

§  32.71  Manufacture  and  distribution  of 
byproduct  material  for  certain  in 
vitro  clinical  or  laboratory  testing 
under  general  license. 

*  •  •  #  • 

(b)  •  •  • 

•  •  •  •  • 

(6)  Mock  Iodine-125  in  units  not  ex¬ 
ceeding  0.05  microcurie  of  iodine-129  and 
0.005  microcurie  of  americium-241  each. 

•  •  •  •  • 

(c)  •  •  • 

(1)  Identifying  the  radioactive  con¬ 
tents  as  to  chemical  form  and  radio¬ 
nuclide,  and  indicating  that  the  amount 
of  radioactivity  does  not  exceed  10 
microcuries  of  iodine-131,  iodine-125,  or 
carbon-14;  50  microcuries  of  hydrogen-3 
(tritium) ;  20  mlcrocuries  of  iron-59; 
or  Mock  Iodine- 125  in  units  not  exceeding 
0.05  microciuie  of  iodine-129  and  0.005 
microcurie  of  americium-241  each;  and 
*  •  •  *  • 

(e)  The  label  affixed  to  the  unit,  or  the 
leaflet  or  brochure  which  acc<Mnpanles 
the  package,  contains  adequate  informa¬ 
tion  as  to  the  precautions  to  be  observed 
in  handling  and  storing  such  byproduct 
material.  In  the  case  of  the  Mock  Iodine- 
125  reference  or  calibration  source,  the 
information  accompanying  the  soiu-ce 
must  also  contain  directions  to  the 
licensee  regarding  the  waste  disposal  re¬ 
quirements  set  out  in  §  20.301  of  Part  20 
of  this  chapter. 

•  •  *  •  • 

(Sees.  81.  161,  Pub.  L.  83-703,  68  Stat.  936,  948 
(42  U.S.C.  2111,  2201);  Sec.  201,  Pub.  L.  93- 
438,  88  Stat.  1242  (42  U.S.C.  8841)  ) 

Dated  at  Bethesda,  Maryland,  this  4th 
day  of  March  1977. 

Pot  the  Nuclear  Regulatory  Commis¬ 
sion. 


DEPARTMENT  OF 
TRANSPORTATION 

Federal  Aviation  Administration 
[14  CFR  Part  39] 

[Docket  No.  77-aL-61 

McCauley  2af34C55-<  )  series 
PROPELLERS 

Proposed  Airworthiness  Directive 

The  Federal  Aviation  Administration 
is  considering  amending  Part  9  of  the 
Federal  Aviation  Regulations  by  adding 
an  airworthiness  directive  applicable  to 
the  McCauley  Model  2AP34C55-(  ) 

series  propellers.  There  have  been  cracks 
and  failures  of  some  hubs  with  resultant 
in-flight  propeller  blade  separations. 
Since  this  condition  is  likely  to  exist  in 
other  propellers  of  the  same  design,  the 
proposed  airworthiness  directive  would 
require  periodic  inspection  of  the  propel¬ 
ler  hubs  for  fatigue  cracking  until  re¬ 
placed  by  the  McCauley  oil -filled  series 
hubs  containing  a  dyed-oil  crack  detec¬ 
tion  system. 

Interested  persons  are  Invited  to  par¬ 
ticipate  in  the  making  of  the  proposed 
rule  by  submitting  such  written  data, 
views,  or  argiunents  as  they  may  desire. 
Ccxnmunications  should  identify  the 
docket  number  and  be  submitted  in  du¬ 
plicate  to  the  Federal  Aviation  Admin¬ 
istration.  Office  of  the  Regional  Coimsel, 
Attention;  Rules  Docket,  2300  Blast  De¬ 
von  Avenue,  Des  Plaines.  Illinois  60018. 
All  communications  received  on  or  before 
May  16,  1977,  will  be  considered  by  the 
Adhiinistrator  before  taking  action  upon 
the  proposed  rule.  The  proposals  con¬ 
tained  in  this  notice  may  be  changed  in 
the  light  of  comments  received.  All  com¬ 
ments  will  be  available,  both  before  and 
after  the  closing  date  for  comments,  in 
the  Rules  Docket  for  examination  by  in¬ 
terested  persons. 

In  accordance  with  Departmental  Reg¬ 
ulatory  Reforms -dated  March  23,  1976, 
we  have  determined  that  the  expected 
impact  of  this  proposed  regulation  is 
so  minimal  that  it  does  not  warrant  an 
evaluation. 

(Secs.  313(a),  601  and  603  of  the  Federal 
Aviation  Act  of  1958  (49  UJ3.C.  1364(a).  1421, 
1423)  and  of  Section  6(c)  of  the  Department 
of  Transportation  Act  (49  UA.C.  1656(c)).) 


(a)  All  Model  2AF34C55,  -  A,  -B.  -C.  -D, 
-E,  -F.  and  -Q  propellers.  ( 1 )  Propeller  hubs 
with  less  than  500  hours  time  In  service 
as  of  the  effective  date  of  this  Airworthiness 
Directive.  Inspect  In  accordance  with  Para¬ 
graph  (d)(1)  within  525  hours  total  time  In 
service  and  relnspect  every  100  hours  from 
the  last  Inspection  In  accordance  with  Para¬ 
graph  (d)(1)  untU  1200  hours  time  In  service 
is  reached  at  which  time  compliance  with 
Paragraph  (d)(2)  Is  required. 

(2)  Propeller  hubs  with  500  or  more  but 
less  than  1175  hours  total  time  In  service 
as  of  the  effective  date  of  this  Airworthiness 
Directive,  Inspect  In  accordance  with  Para¬ 
graph  (d)  (1)  within  the  next  25  hours  time 
In  service  unless  previously  accomplished, 
and  relnspect  In  accordance  with  Paragraph 
(d)(1)  every  100  hours  time  from  the  last 
Inspection  until  1200  hoiirs  time  In  service  Is 
reached  at  which  time  compliance  with  Para¬ 
graph  (d)  (2)  Is  required. 

(3)  Propellers  with  1176  or  more  hours 
In  service,  or  whose  total  time  In  service  Is 
unknown,  as  of  the  effective  date  of  this 
Airworthiness  Directive,  must  be  replaced  In 
accordance  with  Paragraph  (d)(2)  within 
the  next  25  hours  time  In  service. 

(b)  All  Model  2A34C65-H,  -J.  -K,  and  -L 
propellers.  (1)  Propellers  with  less  than  500 
hours  total  time  In  service,  as  of  the  effective 
date  of  this  Airworthiness  Directive,  Inspect 
In  accordance  with  Paragraph  (a)  (1). 

(2)  Propellers  with  500  or  more  but  less 
than  1176  hours  total  time  In  service,  as  of 
the  effective  date  of  this  Airworthiness  Di¬ 
rective,  inspect  In  accordance  with  Paragraph 
(d)(1)  within  the  next  25  hours  time  In 
service  and'  relnspect  In  accordance  with 
Paragraph  (d)  (1)  every  100  hoius  time  from 
the  last  Inspection  untU  1200  hours  total 
time  In  service  is  reached  at  which  time  In¬ 
spection  In  accordance  with  Paragraph 
(d)  (3)  is  required  and  reinspections  In  ac¬ 
cordance  with  Paragraph  (d)(3)  are  required 
every  300  hours  time  In  service  from  the  last 
inspection. 

(3)  Propellers  with  1175  or  more  hours  In 
service,  or  whose  total  time  In  service  Is  un¬ 
known,  as  of  the  effective  date  of  this  Air¬ 
worthiness  Directive,  Inspect  In  accordance 
with  Paragraph  (d)  (3)  within  the  next  25 
hours  time  In  service,  unless  already  ac¬ 
complished  within  the  last  300  hours  time 
In  service,  and  relnspect  In  accordance  with 
Paragraph  (d)  (3)  every  300  hours  time  in 
service  from  the  last  Inspection. 

(c)  All  Model  2AP34C66-HM,  ^M,  -KM. 
-LM,  -M,  and  -N  propellers.  (1)  Propeller 
hubs  with  less  than  1150  hours  time  In  serv¬ 
ice  as  of  the  effective  date  of  this  Airworthi¬ 
ness  Directive  miist  be  Inspected  In  accord¬ 
ance  with  Paragraph  (d)  (3)  within  1200 
hours  total  time  In  service,  and  relnspect  In 


Lex  V.  (jrossicK, 

Executive  Director  for  OperatioTU. 

[PR  Doc.77-8670  Piled  3-23-77;8:45  am] 

[  10  CFR  Part  70  ] 

SPECIAL  NUCLEAR  MATERIAL. 

Proposed  General  License  for  Routine  Use 
of  Plutonium-238  Powered  Cardiac  Pace¬ 
makers 

Correction 

In  FR  Doc.  77-7290  appearing  at  page 
13834  in  the  issue  for  Monday, 
March  14. 1977,  in  f  70.18,  on  page  13835, 
the  second  line  of  paragraph  (d)  (2) 
should  read  “disposition  of  «tch  pluto¬ 
nium-238  power^  cardiac  pacemaker, 
and  dispose  of  such  pacemaker  only  hy 
transfer  to  a  person  authorized  to  re¬ 
ceive  the  plutonium-238  •  •  •’* 


In  consideration  of  the  foregoing,  it  is 
proposed  to  amend  §  39.13  of  Part  39  of 
the  Federal  Aviation  Regulations  by  add¬ 
ing  the  following  new  airworthiness  di¬ 
rective: 

McCAm.xT  PxopELLBts.  AppUss  to  the  follow¬ 
ing  two-bladed  constant  speed  fuU  feather¬ 
ing  propellers  Installed  on,  but  not  limited 
to.  Beech  95-55,  -AS5,  -B55.  -B55A.  -B55B, 
-C55,  -C55A,  -D55,  -D55A.  -E65,  and  -S56A 
“Baron"  aircraft. 

ProptUer  Moiel 

2AFS4C55,  2AFS4C66-A,  2AFS4CS5-B, 

2AF34C66-C.  3AF34C55-D,  2AFS4C56-E, 

2AF34C55-P,  2AF34C66-0.  2AFS4C55-H  or 
-HM,  2AF34C55-^  or  -JM,  2AF34CS5-K  or 
-KM,  2AF34C55-L  or  -LM,  2AF34C55-M. 
2AFS4C65-N. 

Compliance  required  as  indicated,  unless 
already  accomplished. 

To  prevent  hub  failures  accomplish  Para¬ 
graphs  (a),  (b),  (c),  and  (d)  as  applicable. 


accc»dance  with  Paragraph  (d)  (3)  every 
1200  hours  time  In  service  from  the  last 
Inspection. 

(2)  Propeller  hubs  with  1150  hours  or 
more,  but  less  than  2350  hours  In  service  as 
of  the  effective  date  of  this  Airworthiness 
Directive,  Inspect  In  accordance  with  Para¬ 
graph  (d)  (3)  within  the  next  60  hoius  time 
In  service  unless  already  accomplished,  and 
relnspect  In  accordaqoe  with  Paragraph  (d) 
(3)  every  1200  hours  time  from  the  last 
Inspection. 

(3)  Propeller  hubs  with  2350  hours  or 
more  time  in  B«Tlce,  or  whose  total  time  In 
service  Is  unknow,  as  of  the  effective  date 
of  this  Airworthiness  Ihrectlve,  Inspect  In 
accordance  with  Paragraph  (d)  (3)  within 
the  next  50  hours  time  In  service,  unless  al¬ 
ready  accomplished  within  the  last  300  hours 
time  In  service  and  relnspect  In  accordance 
with  Paragraph  (d)  (8)  every  300  hoxirs  time 
from  the  last  inspection. 

(d)  Action  Required.  (1)  Inspect  aU  ex¬ 
ternal  surfaces  of  the  propeller  hub  for 
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craclts  by  dye  penetrant  method.  Replace  be¬ 
fore  further  flight  any  cracked  hub  with  an 
oU-flIled  hub  as  In  Paragraph  (d)  (2)  or  (d) 
(3). 

(2)  Remove  propeller  from  the  aircraft, 
disassemble,  and  inspect.  Replace  hub  with 
an  oU-fllled  Model  2AF34C55-HMO,  -JMO, 
-KMO,  -LMO,  -MO,  -NO,  or  -O  hub  In  ac¬ 
cordance  with  McCaxxley  fervlce  Bulletin  No. 
124,  dated  February  16,  1977,  and  Service 
Manual  No.  710930,  or  later  Federal  Aviation 
Administration  approved  revisions. 

(3)  Remove  propeller  from  aircraft  and 
disassemble  to  allow  complete  Inspection  of 
bub.  Inq>ect  all  Internal  and  external  hub 
surfaces  for  cracks  by  dye  i)enetrant  method 
In  accordance  with  McCauley  Service  Ijetter 
No.  1974-3  dated  March  29,  1974.  Replace  be¬ 
fore  fxirth«'  flight  any  cracked  hub  with  an 
oll-fllled  model  2AF34C56-HMO,  -JMO, 
-KMO.  -LMO.  -MO.  -NO.  or  -O  hub  In  ac¬ 
cordance  with  McCauley  Service  Bulletin  No. 
124  dated  February  16,  1977,  and  Service 
Manual  No.  710930,  or  later  Federal  Aviation 
Administration  approved  revisions. 

(e)  Exemption.  The  foregoing  Inspections 
may  be  discontinued  after  replacement  of 
the  above  Model  2AF34066-(  )  sMies  hubs 
with  an  oU-flIled  Model  aAF34C65-HMO, 
-JMO.  -KMO,  -LMO,  -MO,  -NO,  or  -O  hub 
In  accordance  with  McCauley  Service  Bul¬ 
letin  No.  124,  dated  February  16.  1977  and 
Service  Manual  No.  7109S0,  or  later  Federal 
Aviation  Administration  approved  revisions. 

The  manufacturer’s  specifications  and 
procedures  Identified  and  described  In 
-  this  directive  are  Incorporated  herein 
and  made  part  hereof  pursuant  to  5 
U.S.C.  522(a)  (1).  All  persons  affected  by 
the  directive  who  have  not  already  re¬ 
ceived  these  documents  from  the  manu¬ 
facturer,  may  obtain  copies  upon  request 
to  McCauley  Accessory  Division,  Cessna 
Aircraft  Company,  Box  7,  Roosevelt  Sta¬ 
tion,  Dayton,  Ohio  45417.  These  docu¬ 
ments  may  also  be  examined  at  the  Great 
Lakes  Regional  Office,  2300  East  Devon 
Avenue,  Des  Plaines,  Illinois  60018,  and 
at  FAA  Headquarters,  800  Independence 
Avenue,  S.W.,  Washington,  D.C.  20591. 
A  historical  file  on  this  Airworthiness 
Directive  which  Includes  Incorporated 
material  Is  maintained  by  the  FAA,  at 
Its  Headquarters  In  Washington,  D.C. 
and  at  the  Great  Lakes  Region. 

Note:  The  Federal  Aviation  Administra¬ 
tion  has  determined  that  this  document  does 
not  contain  a  majm-  proposal  requiring  prep¬ 
aration  of  an  Economic  Impact  Statement 
under  Executive  Order  11821,  as  amended  by 
Executive  Order  11949,  and  OMB  Circular 
A-107. 

Issued  In  Des  Plaines,  Illinois  on  March 
14. 1977. 

John  M.  (>vrocki. 

Director, 

Great  Lakes  Region. 

Note:  The  Incorporation  by  reference  pro¬ 
visions  In  this  document  was  approved  by 
the  Director  of  the  Federal  Register  on  June 
19.  1967. 

(FR  Doc.77-8737  Filed  3-23-77:8:45  am) 

[  14  CFR  Part  71  ] 

[Airspace  Docket  No.  77-CE-41 
VOR  FEDERAL  AIRWAYS 

Proposed  Designation  and  Alteration 

TTie  Federal  Aviation  Administration 
(FAA)  is  considering  an  amendment  to 

FEDERAL 


Part  71  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Regula¬ 
tions  that  would  designate  and  alter 
VOR  Federal  Airways  In  the  Wichita, 
Kans.,  Tulsa,  OUa..  areas. 

Interested  persons  may  participate  In 
the  proposed  rulemaking  by  submitting 
such  written  data,  views  or  argiunents  as 
they  may  desire.  CcHnmunlcations  should 
Identify  the  airspace  docket  number  and 
be  submitted  In  triplicate  to  the  Director. 
Central  Region.  Attention:  Chief,  Air 
Traffic  Division,  Federal  Aviation  Ad¬ 
ministration,  601  E.  12th  Street,  Kansas 
Cfity.  Mo.  64106.  All  communications  re¬ 
ceived  (HI  or  before  April  25,  1977  will  be 
considered  before  action  Is  taken  on  the 
proposed  amendment.  The  proposal  c(m- 
talned  ta  this  notice  may  be  changed  In 
the  light  of  comments  received. 

An  official  docket  will  be  available  for 
examination  by  Interested  persons  at  the 
Federal  Aviation  Administration,  Office 
of  the  Chief  Coimsel,  Attention:  Rules 
Docket.  AGC-24,  800  Independence  Ave¬ 
nue,  S.W.,  Washington,  D.C.  20591.  An 
Informal  docket  also  wUl  be  available  for 
examination  at  the  office  of  the  Reglcmal 
Air  Traffic  Division  Chief. 

Requests  for  copies  of  this  notice  of 
proposed  rulemaking  shcnild  be  ad¬ 
dressed  to  the  Federal  Aviation  Adminis¬ 
tration,  Office  of  Public  Affairs,  Atten¬ 
tion:  Public  Information  Center,  APA- 
430,  800  Independence  Avenue,  SW., 
Washington,  D.C.  20591. 

Note:  The  FAA  has  determined  that  **>»■ 
document  does  not  contain  a  major  proposal 
requiring  preparation  of  an  Inflationary  im¬ 
pact  Statement  under  Executive  Order  11821 
and  OMB  C^ular  A-107. 

The  proposed  amendment  would: 

1.  Designate  a  VOR  Federal  Airway  from 
Emporia,  Kans.,  direct  to  Pioneer.  Okla..  ex¬ 
cluding  the  airspace  6,000  feet  MSL  and 
above  within  the  Eureka  I  MOA  during  the 
time  that  It  Is  activated  by  NOTAM. 

2.  Designate  a  VOR  Federal  Airway  from 
Wichita,  Kans.,  direct  to  CThanute,  Kans.,  ex¬ 
cluding  the  airspace  6,000  MSL  and  above 
within  the  Eureka  I  MOA  during  the  timo 
that  It  Is  activated  by  NOTAM  sjvi  the 
E\ireka  n  MOA  during  the  time  that  It  la 
activated  by  NOTAM. 

3.  Extend  V-73  from  Wichita,  Kans.,  direct 
to  Tulsa,  Okla. 

4.  Redesignate  V-132  to  exclude  the  air¬ 
space  6,000  feet  MSL  and  above  within  the 
Eureka  I  MOA  during  the  time  that  It  Is  ac¬ 
tivated  by  NOTAM  and  the  Eureka  n  MOA 
during  the  time  that  It  is  activated  by 
NOTAM. 

The  Increase  In  air  traffic  on  the  pro¬ 
posed  routes  appears  to  Justify  their 
designation  as  airways.  Exclusion  of  air¬ 
ways  from  MOAs  permits  a  tjqie  of  mili¬ 
tary  training  that  is  not  compatible 
with  airway  operations. 

(Sec.  S07(a)  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Act  of 
1968  (49  UB.C.  1348(a))  and  Sec.  6(c)  of  the 
Department  of  Transportation  Act  (49 
U.S.C.  1655(c) )  .) 

Issued  in  WcLshington,  D.C.,  on 
March  16. 1977. 

William  E.  Broadwater, 

Chief,  Airspace  and  Air 
Traffic  Rules  Division. 

[FR  Doc.77-8736  Filed  3-23-77:8:45  am) 
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[Airspace  Docket  No.  77-EA-ll ) 

VOR  FEDERAL  AIRWAYS  AND  REPORTING 
POINT 

Proposed  Alteration 

The  Federal  Aviation  Administration 
(FAA)  is  considering  an  amendment  to 
Part  71  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Regula¬ 
tions  that  would  alter  V-34  and  V-91 
airways  caused  by  the  relocation  of  the 
Riverhead,  New  York,  VORTAC  to  Cal- 
verton.  New  York,  at  Lat.  40*55*47"  N., 
Long.  72*47*57"  W.  A  reporting  point 
would  also  be  relocated. 

Interested  persons  may  participate  in 
the  proposed  rulemaking  by  submitting 
such  written  data,  views  or  arguments 
as  they  may  desire.  Communications 
should  identify  the  airspace  d(x;ket  num¬ 
ber  knd  be  submitted  in  triplicate  to  the 
Director.  Eastern  Region,  Attention; 
CTilef,  Air  Traffic  Division,  Federal  Avia¬ 
tion  Administration,  Federal  Building. 
John  F.  Kennedy  International  Airport. 
Jamaica.  N.Y.  11430.  All  communications 
received  on  or  before  April  25,  1977  will 
be  considered  before  action  Is  taken  on 
the  proposed  amendment.  The  proposal 
contained  In  this  notice  may  be  changed 
In  the  light  of  comments  received. 

An  official  docket  will  be  available  for 
examination  by  interested  persons  at  the 
Federal  Aviation  Administration,  Office 
of  the  (Thief  Counsel,  Attention:  Rules 
Docket.  AOC-24,  800  Independence  Ave¬ 
nue  SW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20591.  An 
Informal  d(x;ket  also  will  be  available  for 
examination  at  the  office  of  the  Regional 
Air  Traffic  Division  Chief. 

Requests  for  copies  of  this  notice  of 
proposed  rulemaking  should  be  addressed 
to  the  Federal  Aviation  Administration, 
Office  of  Public  Affairs  Attention;  Pub¬ 
lic  Information  Center,  APA-430,  800  In¬ 
dependence  Avenue  SW.,  Washington, 
D.C.  20591. 

Note. — The  FAA  has  determined  that  this 
document  doee  not  contain  a  major  proposal 
requiring  preparation  of  an  Inflationary  Im¬ 
pact  Statement  under  Executive  Order  11821 
and  OMB  Circular  A-107. 

The  proposed  amendment  would  re¬ 
designate  the  following  airway  segments ; 

1.  V-34  from  Carmel.  N.T.,  to  the  INT 
Carmel  003*T  (106*M)  and  Calverton,  N.Y., 
044*T  (067*M)  radlals. 

2.  V-91  from  Calverton.  N.T.,  via  the  INT 
of  Calverton  332*T  (345’M)  and  Pawling. 
N.T.,  139*T  (151*M)  radlals. 

3.  V-16  and  V-46  would  automatically  be 
moved  with  the  VORTAC  because  they  are 
presently  designated  as  direct  from  NAVAID 
to  NAVAID. 

Additionally,  the  reporting  point  at  the 
INT  of  V-16  and  V-34  would  be  moved 
eastward  and  renamed  from  SAYBO  to 
FLIBB. 

Relocation  of  the  Riverhead  VORTAC 
to  Calverton  Is  required  because  the  land 
lease  at  Its  present  location  Is  not  renew¬ 
able.  No  adverse  comment  was  received 
from  the  circularization  of  a  nonrule 
proposal  to  rel(x:ate  this  NAVAID. 

(Sec.  307(a)  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Act  of 
1958  (49  U.S.C.  1348(a) )  and  Sec.  6(c)  of  the 
Department  of  Transportation  Act  (49  U.S.C. 
1655(c) ).) 

2'..  1977 
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Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.,  on 
March  15.  1977. 

William  E.  Broadwater, 

Chief.  Airspace  and  Air 
Traffic  Rules  Division. 
IFR  Doc.77-8738  PUed  3-23-77;8:46  amj 


[UCFRPart  71] 

[Airspace  Docket  7&-RM-26] 

TRANSITION  AREA 
Proposed  Designation 

The  Federal  Aviation  Administration 
is  considering  an  amendment  to  Part  71 
of  the  Federal  Aviation  Regulations 
which  would  designate  a  transition  area 
at  Duchesne,  Utah. 

Interested  persons  may  participate  in 
the  proposed  rule  making  by  submitting 
such  written  data,  views,  or  arguments 
as  they  may  desire.  Commimications 
should  be  submitted  in  triplicate  to  the 
Chief,  Air  TrafiBc  Division,  Federal  Avia¬ 
tion  Administration,  10455  East  25th 
Avenue,  Aurora,  Colorado  80010.  All  com- 
mmiications  received  on  or  before  April 
25,  1977,  will  be  considered  before  action 
is  taken  on  the  proposed  amendment.  No 
public  hearing  is  contemplated  at  this 
time,  but  arrangements  for  informal  con¬ 
ferences  with  Federal  Aviation  Adminis¬ 
tration  officials  may  be  made  by  contact¬ 
ing  the  Regional  Air  Traffic  Division 
Chief.  Any  data,  views,  or  arguments 
presented  during  such  conferences  must 
also  be  submitted  in  writing  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  this  notice  in  order  to  become 
part  of  the  record  for  consideration.  The 
proposal  contained  in  this  notice  may  be 
changed  in  the  light  of  comments  re¬ 
ceived. 

A  public  docket  will  be  available  for 
examination  by  interested  persons  in  the 
office  of  the  Regional  Counsel,  Federal 
Aviation  Administraticm,  10455  East  25th 
Avenue,  Aurora,  Colorado  80010. 

A  public  instrument  approach  proce¬ 
dure  has  been  developed  using  the  My- 
Um,  Utah,  VORTAC  (MTU) .  It  is  neces¬ 
sary  to  establish  a  transition  area  to 
provide  controlled  airsiiace  protection 
for  aircraft  executing  this  procedure. 

In  consideraticxi  of  the  foregoing,  the 
FAA  proposes  the  following  airspace  ac¬ 
tion: 

In  Federal  Aviation  Regulaticm  §  71.- 
181  (42  FR  440),  add  the  following  tran¬ 
sition  area; 

Duchesne,  Utah 

That  airspace  extending  upward  from  1200 
feet  above  the  surface  within  8  miles  north 
and  6  miles  south  of  the  089*T  and  268*T 
radlals  extending  from  14  mUee  east  to  14 
mUes  west  of  the  Myton  VOBTAC. 

(Sec.  307(a)  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Act  of 
1958,  as  amended,  (49  UA.C.  1348(a) ),  and  of 
section  6(c)  of  the  Department  of  TTansp<v- 
tatlon  Act  (49  n.S.C.  1655(c) ) ) 

Note. — The  FAA  has  determined  that  this 
document  does  not  contain  a  major  proposal 
requiring  preparation  of  an  Inflationary  Im¬ 
pact  Statement  under  Executive  Order  11821 
and  OMB  Circular  A-107. 


Issued  in  Aurora,  C(4o.,  on  March  11« 
1977. 

M.  M.  Martin, 

Director.  Rocky  Mountain  Region. 
(FR  Doc.77-8739  Filed  3-23-77;8:45  am] 


[UCFRPart  152] 

(Docket  No  16419;  Notice  No.  77-1] 

AIRPORT  AND  AIRWAY  DEVELOPMENT 

ACT  AMENDMENTS  OF  1976:  CIVIL 

RIGHTS 

Reopening  of  Comment  Period 

This  notice  reopens  the  period  for  sub¬ 
mission  of  comments  in  respionse  to 
Notice  77-1  which  was  published  in  the 
Federal  Register  on  January  13,  1977 
(42  FR  2850) . 

The  notice  invited  interested  persons 
to  comment  on  a  proposal  to  amend  Part 
152  of  the  Federsd  Aviation  Regulations. 
The  proposal  would  implement  section 
30  of  the  Airport  and  Airway  Develop¬ 
ment  Act  (49  U.S.C.  1730)  to  assure  that 
no  person  is  excluded  on  the  groimds  of 
race,  creed,  color,  national  origin,  or  sex 
from  participating  in  any  project  for 
airport  development,  airport  master 
planning,  or  aiiport  system  planning 
conducted  with  fimds  received  from  a 
grant  made  imder  Part  152.  The  pro¬ 
posal  also  would  require  sponsors  of 
projects  for  airport  development  to  take 
affirmative  action  to  ensure  that  minori¬ 
ties  and  minority  businesses  have  a  fair 
opportunity  to  participate  in  employ¬ 
ment,  in  leasing  opportunities,  and  in 
contractual  opportimities  which  arise  in 
connection  wtih  those  projects. 

By  letter  dated  March  9,  1977,  the  Air¬ 
port  Operators  Council  International  re¬ 
quested  that  the  comment  period  for 
Notice  77-1  be  extoided  for  twenty 
working  days  to  permit  its  members  to 
submit  their  comments  to  Docket  16419. 
In  support  of  its  request,  the  Council 
stated  that  many  of  its  members  have 
not  been  able  to  complete  preparation 
of  their  comments  due  to  the  complexity 
of  the  proposal.  According  to  the  Coun- 
cU,  the  extension  it  requests  will  be 
justified  by  input  to  the  docket  by  opera¬ 
tors  of  mostly  small  airports  who  are 
concerned  about  the  impact  the  proposal 
may  have  on  ciurent  staffing  levels. 

In  light  of  the  Council’s  request  and 
in  recognition  of  the  complexity  of 
Notice  77-1,  the  FAA  concludes  that  re¬ 
opening  the  comment  period  would  be 
appropriate.  Therefore,  the  period  for 
submi^ion  of  comments  in  response  to 
Notice  77-1  is  hereby  reopened  and  will 
close  on  April  15,  1977.  All  comments 
received  after  January  13,  1977,  and  on 
or  before  April  15,  1977,  will  be  consid¬ 
ered  by  the  Administrator  before  tak¬ 
ing  action  on  the  proposed  rule. 

Note. — ^The  Federal  Aviation  Administra¬ 
tion  baa  determined  tbat  this  document  does 
not  contain  a  majm’  proposal  requiring  prep¬ 
aration  of  an  Economic  Impact  Statement 
under  Executive  Order  11821,  aa  amended  by 
Executive  Order  11949,  and  OMB  Circular 
A-107. 

(Sec.  30,  Airport  and  Airway  Development 
Act  of  1970  (49  UB.C.  1730)  and  {  1.47(f)  (1) 


c€  the  Regulations  of  the  OfiSce  of  the  Sec¬ 
retary  of  Transportation  (49  CTR  1.47(f)  (1) ) 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.,  on  March 
18,  1977. 

William  V.  Vitale, 

Acting  Assistant  Administrator. 

Office  of  Airports  Programs. 

(FB  Doc.77-8740  FUed  3-23-77;8:46  am] 

CIVIL  AERONAUTICS  BOARD 

[14CFRPart302] 

(Docket  No.  30631;  PDRr-46] 

STANDARDIZED  METHOD  FOR  COSTING 

PROPOSED  CHANGES  IN  THE  AUTHOR¬ 
IZED  OPERATIONS  OF  LOCAL  SERVICE 

CARRIERS 

Notice  of  Proposed  Rulemaking 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  Civil 
Aeronautics  Board  is  proposing  to  amend 
Part  302  of  its  Procedural  Regulations 
(14  CFR  Part  302)  by:  (1)  replacing  the 
present  method  of  cwnputing  servicing 
expense  (expenses  not  associated  with 
aircraft  operating  expense)  with  an  en¬ 
tirely  new  technique;  (2)  revising  the 
method  for  deriving  a  return  on  invest¬ 
ment  and  tax  requirement;  and  (3)  up¬ 
dating  all  outdat^  language  in  Subpart 
K. 

The  purpose  of  the  proposal  is  de¬ 
scribed  in  tto  Explanatory  Statement  and 
the  proposed  amendment  is  set  forth  in 
the  Proposed  Rule.  The  amendment  is 
proposed  imder  the  authority  of  section 
204  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Act  of  1958, 
as  amended,  72  Stat.  743;  49  U.S.C.  1324. 

Interested  persons  may  participate  in 
the  propKjsed  rulemaking  through  sub¬ 
mission  of  twenty  (20)  copies  of  written 
data,  views,  or  arguments  pertaining 
thereto,  addressed  to:  D(x;ket  30631, 
Docket  Section,  Civil  Aeronautics  Board, 
Washington,  D.C.  20428.  All  relevant 
material  received  on  or  before  May  9, 
1977,  will  be  considered  by  the  Board 
before  taking  final  action  (xi  the  proposed 
rule.  Copies  of  such  documents  will  be 
available  for  examinatkm  by  interested 
persons  in  the  Docket  Section  of  the 
Board,  Room  711,  Universal  Building, 
1825  Connecticut  Avenue,  N.W.,  Washing¬ 
ton,  D.C.  upon  receipt  tiiereof. 

By  the  cavil  Aeronautics  Board. 

Dated:  March  17, 1977. 

Phyllis  T.  Kaylor, 
Secrefon). 

Explanatory  Statement 

We  are  proposing  to  amend  Subpart  K 
of  Part  302  of  the  Board’s  Procedural 
Regulations  by:  (1)  replacing  the  present 
method  of  computing  servicing  expense 
(operating  expense  other  than  aircraft 
operating  expense)  with  an  entirdy  new 
technique;  (2)  revising  our  method  for 
deriving  a  return  on  investmrat  and  tax 
requirement;  and  (3)  updating  all  out¬ 
dated  language  in  Subpart  K.  Further¬ 
more,  it  is  our  desire  to  make  revisions 
in  Subpart  K  as  consistent  as  possiMe 
with  other  costing  methods  used  by  the 
Board,  nam^  the  DPFI  and  subsidy- 
report  methcxls.  In  developing  a  new  sys- 
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tern  for  estimating  Indirect  derating  ex¬ 
pense,  consideration  was  given  to  the  par¬ 
ties  who  will  have  occasion  to  either  use 
or  interpret  the  unit  costs.  TTie  revised 
system  is  simple  enough  so  that  any  party 
could  interpret  the  estimates  of  other 
parties  and  be  able  to  produce  similar 
estimates  for  themselves.  At  the  same 
time,  the  results  obtained  fully  satisfy  the 
Board’s  needs  for  an  accurate  and  work¬ 
able  costing  methodology. 

Subpart  K  of  Part  302  of  the  Board’s 
Procedural  Regulations  prescribes  a 
standardized  method  applicable  to  the 
preparation  of  cost  estimates  which  in¬ 
volve  proposed  changes  in  the  authorized 
operations  of  local  service  air  carriers. 
This  subpart  was  originally  adopted  by 
the  Board  on  August  27,  1963,  in  order 
to  eliminate  from  route  proceedings  ex¬ 
tensive  argument  and  introduction  of  evi¬ 
dence  as  to  the  soundness  or  unsoundness 
of  particular  costing  methods  used,  and 
to  facilitate  comparing  the  expenses  of 
different  carriers,  something  not  easily 
done  when  varying  methods  of  estimating 
costs  were  used. 

Proposed  Changes  in  Method  por 
Computing  Servicing  Expense 

The  present  8  302.1105  servicing  ex¬ 
pense  unit  costs  are  derived  from  a  mul¬ 
tiple  regression  analysis  which  corre¬ 
lates  total  servicing  expense  (l.e.,  a  sin¬ 
gle  cost  pool)  per  weighted  departure 
against  tons  enplaned  per  weighted  de¬ 
parture  and  ton  miles  per  weigh  ted.  de¬ 
parture.  Data  for  ten  12-month  periods 
for  each  of  the  domestic  certificated  car¬ 
riers  are  used  in  the  analysis.  The  corre¬ 
lation  produces  industry  coefficients 
which  are  used  as  unit  costs  for 
weighted  departures,  tons  enplaned  and 
ton  miles.*  Individual  carrier  unit  costs 
are  obtained  by  measuring  the  deviation 
from  the  industry  average  represented 
by  each  carrier’s  system  servicing  ex¬ 
pense  for  the  latest  12-month  period. 
This  method  of  deriving  servicing  ex¬ 
pense  unit  costs,  which  was  satisfactory 
when  adopted,  has  developed  certain 
problems  and  should  be  changed  to  take 
advantage  of  more  modem  accounting 
procedures. 

Specifically,  the  system  of  variables 
now  used  (unit  costs)  is  interrelated  to 
such  a  degree  that  multicollinearity  ex¬ 
ists  in  the  multiple  regression  analysis. 
While  multicoUineEuity  does  not  neces¬ 
sarily  affect  the  validity  of  estimates,  it 
nevertheless  produces  year-to-y^ar  dif¬ 
ferences  in  the  coefficient  values  which 
are  difficult  to  explain.  We  are  convinced 
that  it  is  virtually  impossible  to  elimi¬ 
nate  this  problem,  because  almost  all 
available  variables  are  highly  interre¬ 
lated.-  We  can  eliminate  this  problem 
and  produce  an  improved  costing  sys¬ 
tem  by  developing  simple  cost-estimat- 

‘  The  original  version  of  the  present 
method  contained  an  additional  coefficient, 
weighted  stotlons,  which  was  later  ellml- 
«ated. 


ing  relaticmships  on  separate,  smaller 
cost  pools. 

Therefore,  we  propose  to  use  a  func¬ 
tional  account  approach  whereby  one 
variable  is  used  to  explain  each  selected 
cost  pool.'  Many  of  the  costing  methods 
used  by  and  for  the  airlines  as  well  as 
the  DPFT  and  subsidy-report  methods 
use  this  approach.  These  functional 
methodologies  differ  from  (me  another 
with  respect  to  the  complexity  of  the 
method,  the  selection  of  cost  pools  and 
appropriate  controlling  variables  ac¬ 
cording  to  the  preferences  and  purposes 
of  the  user. 

The  majority  of  the  carriers  and  the 
subsidy-report  method  use  cost  pools 
which  generally  correspond  to  the  ma¬ 
jor  Form  41  accounts.  On  the  other 
hand,  a  few  carriers  and  DPFI  subdivide 
these  accounts  into  smaller  more  nu¬ 
merous  cost  pools.  Por  purposes  of  route 
costing,  we  believe  that  the  major  Form 
41  accounts,  with  one  exception,  will  pro¬ 
vide  sufficient  detail  to  describe  the  in¬ 
direct  cost  structure  without  being  overly 
cumbersome  in  application. 

We  recognize,  as  we  have  on  other  oc¬ 
casions,  that  our  proposal  is  probably 
not  the  “perfect  system.’’  However,  it 
does  contain  a  sufficient  mix  of  density, 
haul  and  capacity  factors  to  adequately 
reflect  the  taper  effect  of  the  indirect 
cost  structure.  Our  selection  was  sub¬ 
jective  and  influenced  by  the  various  ex¬ 
isting  cost  methods  currently  in  use.  in¬ 
cluding  DPFI.  Nevertheless,  we  did  per¬ 
form  a  statistical  cross  sectional  analysis 
of  the  industry  on  each  cost  pool  and  its 
selected  controlling  variable.  The  anal¬ 
ysis  demonstrates  that  there  exists  a 
strong  statistical  relationship  between 
the  appropriate  cost  p<x>l  and  its-  con¬ 
trolling  variable.' 

The  proposal  represents  a  marked 
change  from  Subpart  K  in  that  it  may 
produce  significantly  different  overall 
cost  estimates  depending  on  traffic  haul, 
density  and  equipment  type.  For  in¬ 
stance.  at  fairly  short  traffic  hauls  the 
proposal  estimates  relatively  high  indi¬ 
rect  servicing  expense  unit  costs,  which 
under  certain  circumstances  are  higher 
than  Subpart  K.  On  the  other  hand,  as 
haul  increases,  the  proposal  produces  in¬ 
creasingly  lower  servicing  expense  unit 
costs  in  relation  to  the  effect  that  would 
be  produced  by  Subpart  K.*  This  occurs 
because  the  proposal  places  less  em¬ 
phasis  on  haul  and  more  on  costs  as¬ 
sociated  with  terminal  activity  and  ca¬ 
pacity  than  does  present  Subpart  K. 

’  Each  carrier's  unit  costs  will  be  obtained 
from  Its  appropriate  year  end  experience. 

*  See  Attachment  A  for  the  results  of  each 
cost  pool. 

«See  Attachment  B  which  compares  the 
cost  estimates  of  the  proposed  method  and 
Subpart  K.  The  graphs  Illustrate  the  effect 
of  haul  and  capacity  at  5S  percent  load  fac¬ 
tor  for  various  aircraft  types.  The  support¬ 
ing  data  for  each  graph  also  sets  forth  com¬ 
parisons  of  the  proposal  and  Subpart  K  at 
45  and  65  percent  load  factors. 


From  our  investigation  we  have  de¬ 
veloped  the  following  composite  func¬ 
tional  account  costing  system; 

Cost  pool  Unit  of 

Passenger  service:  measurement 

Cabin  attendants..  Attendant  block 
hours. 

Other  passenger  serv-  Revolution  per 
Ice.  minute. 

Aircraft  servicing'...  Weighted 

departures. 

Traffic  servicing ' _  Enplaned  tons. 

Promotion  and  sales..  Percent  of  commer¬ 
cial  revenues. 

Maintenance,  ground  Weighted 
property.  departures. 

Amortization  and  de-  Do. 

preclatlon  ground 
property  and  equip¬ 
ment. 

General  and  admin-  Percent  of  other 
Istratlve.  cash  cost. 

'  Includes  prorate  of  servicing  adminis¬ 
tration. 

Passenger  Service 

Passenger  Service  (Account  5500)  in¬ 
cludes  all  expenses  directly  related  to 
the  comfort,  safety  and  convenience  of 
passengers  while  in  flight  and  when 
flights  are  interrupted.  This  account 
comprises  approximately  21  percent  of 
total  industiy  servicing  expense.  For  our 
purposes,  we  have  separated  passenger 
service  expense  into  two  categories:  (1) 
cabin  attendant  exiiense  (wages  plus 
fringe  benefits),  and  (2)  other  passen¬ 
ger  service  expense.  A  large  portion  of 
this  account  is  obviously  passenger  haul 
related.  However,  we  believe  that  cabin 
attendant  expense  is  less  passenger  haul 
related  than  otlier  items  in  the  account 
and  can  be  treated  separately  because: 
(1)  it  is  easily  Identified:  (2)  it  is  more 
causally  relate  to  block  hours  since  the 
number  of  cabin  attendants  per  flight  is 
generally  a  function  of  the  type  of  air¬ 
craft;  (3)  salaries  are  directly  related  to 
the  number  of  block  hours  flown;  (4) 
there  appears  to  be  almost  unanimous 
agreement  among  all  the  costing  meth- 
odol(%ies  that  this  cost  po<d  should  re¬ 
ceive  separate  treatment.  Therefore,  we 
propose  to  relate  cabin  attendant  ex¬ 
pense  to  cabin  attendant  block  hours.* 
TTie  remainder  of  passenger  service  ex¬ 
pense  except  for  the  element  of  cabin 
attendant  expense  is  statistically,  as  well 
as  logically,  related  to  the  passenger 
haul  and  should  be  related  to  a  haul  fac¬ 
tor.  W’e  have  chosen  passenger  miles. 

Aircraft  Servicing 

This  cost  pool  comprises  Account  6100 
plus  a  portion  of  Servicing  Administra¬ 
tion  (Account  6300) .  F\mctional  Accoimt 
6100  includes  the  compensation  of 
ground  personnel  and  other  expenses  in¬ 
curred  on  the  ground  incident  to  the 

»  We  propose  to  use  the  periodic  survey  of 
flight  attendant  data  obtained  from  the  car¬ 
riers  by  the  Bureau  of  Accounts  and 
Statistics. 
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protection  and  control  of  the  in-flight 
movement  of  the  aircraft:  scheduling  or 
preparing  aircraft  operational  crews  for 
flight  assignment:  landing  and  parking 
aircraft:  visual  inspection:  routine 
checking:  servicing  and  fueling  of  air¬ 
craft:  and  other  expenses  incurred  on 
the  ground  incident  to  readying  for  ar¬ 
rival  and  take-off  of  aircraft.  Servicing 
Administration  (Account  6300)  includes 
expenses  of  a  general  nature  incurred  in 
performing  supervisory  or  administrative 
activities  relating  solely  and  in  common 
to  functions  6100,  Aircraft  Servicing,  and 
6200,  TrafBc  Servicing.  We  have  decided 
to  allocate  Servicing  Administration  (Ac¬ 
count  6300),  between  Aircraft  Servicing 
(6100)  and  Traffic  Servicing  (6200)  on 
the  basis  of  the  total  wages  and  salaries 
in  each  of  the  two  functional  accounts. 
DPFI  and  most  other  functional  cost 
methods  allocate  Account  6300  in  this 
manner. 

The  total  aircraft  servicing  cost  pool 
accounts  for  17  percent  of  total  industry 
ser\'icing  expense.  Most  methodologies 
relate  this  pool  to  various  measures  of 
capacity,  a  choice  which  logically  fol¬ 
lows  from  the  description  of  the  expenses 
included  in  the  cost  pool.  Certain  other 
methodologies  subdivide  aircraft  servic¬ 
ing  according  to  specific  activities  such 
as  line  service,  control,  and  landing  fees. 
However,  we  do  not  believe  that  such 
a  refinement  would  substantially  impact 
on  conclusions  to  be  drawn  from  the 
comparative  cost  estimates  of  applicants 
in  route  cases.  Therefore,  we  propose  to 
relate  this  entire  cost  pool  to  the  single 
operating  capacitv  factor  which  will  best 
describe  the  effect  of  aircraft  servicing 
expense  on  the  overall  indirect  cost 
structure.  We  have  selected  w^eighted  de¬ 
partures  as  the  descriptive  variable,  be¬ 
cause  a  significant  portion  of  aircraft 
servicing  expense  appears  to  be  related 
to  terminal  factors  rather  than  line  haul 
factors.®  Moreover,  our  cross-sectional 
regression  analysis  shows  that  a  good  re¬ 
lationship  exists  between  total  aircraft 
servicing  expense  and  weighted  de¬ 
partures. 

Traffic  Servicing 

Traffic  Servicing  accounts  for  22  per¬ 
cent  of  total  servicing  expense  and  com¬ 
prises  Account  6200  plus  the  allocated 
portion  of  Servicing  Administration  as 
described  above.  Account  6200  includes 
the  compensation  of  ground  personnel 
and  other  expenses  incurred  on  the 
ground  incident  to  handling  trafiSc  of  all 
types  and  classes  on  the  ground  subse¬ 
quent  to  the  issuance  of  documents  es¬ 
tablishing  the  air  carrier’s  responsibility 
to  provide  air  transportation.  Expenses 
attributable  to  the  ot>eration  of  airport 
traffic  offices  are  also  included  in  this 
category:  expenses  attributable  to  reser¬ 
vation  centers  are  not  included.  Account 


•  Departures  would  be  weighted  by  the  ap¬ 
propriate  gross  take-ofr  weight  of  the  aircraft 
type.  Gross  take-off  weight  provides  a  more 
reliable  description  of  departures  than  the 
present  Subpart  K  method  of  available  tons 
originated.  DPFI  and  other  methodologies 
also  use  gross  take-off  weight  to  describe 
weighted  departures. 


6200  includes  expenses  incurred  in  both 
enplaning  and  deplaning  traflBc  as  well 
as  expenses  prior  to  enplanement  and 
subsequent  to  deplanement.  This  func¬ 
tion  also  includes  costs  incurred  in  han¬ 
dling  and  protecting  all  nonpassenger 
traffic  while  in  flight. 

It  appears  from  the  above  description 
that,  for  the  most  part,  terminal  traffic 
volume  has  the  greatest  influence  on  the 
expeases  reported  in  this  account.  Among 
the  various  available  factors,  revenue 
tons  enplaned  best  describes  terminal 
traffic  volume.  The  use  of  revenue  tons 
enplaned  as  the  expense  unit  for  traffic 
servicing  expense  is  consistent  with 
DPFI,  the  subsidy  report  method  and  the 
method  of  several  carriers.  The  6200  ac¬ 
count  is  a  very  labor  intensive  expense 
category’,  with  salaries,  wages  and  fringe 
benefits  comprising  the  majority  of  the 
expense.  It  is  conceivable  that  a  fraction 
of  this  account  relates  to  operating  ca¬ 
pacity.  Nevertheless,  we  have  decided  not 
to  attempt  to  measure  the  effect  of  ca¬ 
pacity.  To  do  so  would  add  greatly  to 
the  complexity  of  derivation  and  appli¬ 
cation  of  unit  costs  without  appreciably 
contributing  to  the  quality  of  the  ulti¬ 
mate  product.  Furthermore,  it  should  be 
recognized  that  all  of  the  proposed  serv¬ 
icing  expense  cost  pools  could  be  more 
fully  explained  by  mutiple  activtiy  fac¬ 
tors.  For  example,  there  are  portions  of 
other  cost  pools  which  we  have  related 
solely  to  capacity,  i.e..  Aircraft  Servicing 
Exjjense,  which  contain  elements  of  traf¬ 
fic-related  expenses.  It  would  be  very 
difficult,  without  arbitrarily  selecting 
sub-accounts,  to  accurately  isolate  any 
portion  of  the  various  cost  pools  w'hich 
are  solely  traffic  or  capacity  related.’  In 
view  of  these  matters,  we  must  reiterate 
our  basic  proposition  that  one  explana¬ 
tory'  variable  for  each  cost  p>ool,  gener¬ 
ally,  will  provide  sufficient  detail  for  our 
costing  purposes. 

RE.SERVATIONS  AND  SALES 

Promotion  and  Sales  (Account  6700) 
accounts  for  24  pecent  of  total  servicing 
expense  and  it  includes  expenses  in¬ 
curred  in  creating  public  preference  for 
the  air  carrier  and  its  services:  stimu¬ 
lating  the  development  of  the  air  trans¬ 
port  market:  and  promoting  the  air  car¬ 
rier  or  developing  air  transportation  gen¬ 
erally.  It  includes  compensation  of  per¬ 
sonnel  and  other  expanses  incidental  to 
documenting  sales;  expenses  incident  to 
controlling  and  arranging  or  confirming 
aircraft  space  for  traffic  sold:  expenses 
incurred  in  direct  sales  solicitation  and 
selling  of  aircraft  space:  and  expenses 
incurred  in  developing  tariffs  and  sched¬ 
ules  for  publication. 

Expenses  attributable  to  the  operation 
of  reservation  centers  or  aircraft  space 
control  centers  are  included  in  this  func¬ 
tion.  regardless  of  the  location  at  which 
incurred. 


*  We  could  apply  multiple  regression  analy¬ 
sis  to  determine  the  appropriate  coefficients 
for  traffic  and  capacity,  but  we  would  again 
be  subject  to  the  problem  of  multlcolllnearity 
due  to  the  interrelationship  of  traffic  and 
capacity  factors. 


The  cost  structure  of  this  account  has 
a  taper  effect  similar  to  the  overall  air¬ 
line  cost  structure.  Most  methodologies 
attempt  to  explain  the  taper  by  various 
methods  such  as  relating  certain  portions 
of  the  account  to  traffic  volume  and  other 
portions  to  either  haul  or  revenue.  Our 
conclusion  is  that  the  inherent  taper 
structure  is  sufficiently  demonstrated  by 
relating  the  entire  account  to  commercial 
revenues  as  is  done  by  a  number  of 
methodologies.  Commercial  revenues  are 
based  on  fares.  Fares  are  constructed  to 
achieve  the  taoer  effect  by  the  use  of 
both  a  terminal  element  per  imit  and  a 
line  haul  element  per  unit,  expressed  as 
a  rate  per  mile,  w'hich  is  further  tapered 
by  a  decreasing  rate  per  mile  as  the 
haul  increases. 

Depreciation,  Amortization  and  Main¬ 
tenance,  Ground  Property 

These  cost  categories  account  for  seven 
percent  of  total  servicing  expense.  They 
could  be  related  logically  to  any  of  a 
number  of  capacity  related  items.  We 
have  chosen  weighted  departures,  be¬ 
cause  this  factor  produces  a  good  statis¬ 
tical  relationship  with  the  total  expense 
pool. 

General  and  Administrative 

General  and  Administrative  (Account 
6800)  comprises  approximately  nine  per¬ 
cent  total  servicing  expense  and  includes 
expenses  of  a  general  corporate  nature 
and  expenses  incurred  in  performing 
activities  w'hlch  contribute  to  more  than 
a  single  operating  function  such  as  gen¬ 
eral  financial  and  accounting  activities, 
purchasing  activities,  legal  representa¬ 
tion.  and  other  general  operational  ad¬ 
ministration,  which  are  not  directly  ap¬ 
plicable  to  a  particular  function.  Also, 
expense  of  a  general  administrative  char¬ 
acter  and  of  significant  amount  regulary 
contributing  to  operating  functions,  are 
included  in  this  function. 

There  is  unanimity  among  all  func¬ 
tional  costing  techniques  that  this  ac¬ 
count  should  be  related  to  other  cash 
costs.  We  agree  that  this  is  a  logical 
relationship. 

Proposed  Chances  in  Method  for  Com¬ 
puting  Return  on  Investment  and  Tax 

Allowance 

We  are  proposing  to  change  the  air¬ 
craft  value  for  Subpart  K  investment 
purposes  (§  302.1107)  from  full  life  to 
average  life.”  Our  rethinking  of  this  prob¬ 
lem  st^s  from  the  fact  that  the  Board’s 
meth^  of  estimating  this  component 
has  been  controversial  and  the  costing 
litigation  than  any  other  part  of  the 
system  since  the  inception  of  Subpart  K. 
Furthermore,  we  have  determined  that 
the  present  return  on  investment  meth¬ 
odology'  may  not  be  consistent  with 
other  Subpart  K  methodology. 

From  the  outset,  the  industry  has  ar¬ 
gued  that  the  present  method  is  faulty 

»  We  are  proposing  to  use  as  a  base  for  the 
investment  requirement  the  value  of  the  ii\- 
vestment  at  the  Industry’s  average  life  as 
defined  by  the  ratio  of  book  value  to  total 
Investment  at  cost. 

and  that  it  would  be  more  appropriate  to 
use  some  type  of  average  value  of  the 
investment  as  a  base.  The  most  often 
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suggested  method  has  been  to  base  the 
value  of  the  investment  requirement  at 
the  midpoint  of  the  investment’s  usable 
life.  This  would  be  a  logical  technique 
to  use  if  it  could  be  supported  by  expe¬ 
rience.  However,  the  industry’s  average 
life  of  investment,  as  defined  by  present 
book  value,  historically,  has  been  well 
above  the  Investment’s  midlife.  For  ex¬ 
ample,  for  calendar  year  1975,  the  indus¬ 
try’s  ratio  of  the  value  of  the  investment 
at  depreciated  cost  (book  value)  was  ap¬ 
proximately  63  percent  of  the  deprecia¬ 
ble  base  and  has  been  consistently  higher 
in  the  past.  Moreover,  we  do  not  believe 
that  this  ratio  will  fluctuate  greatly  from 
past  experience  in  the  future.  It  follows 
therefore  that  the  use  of  the  value  of  the 
investment  at  its  midlife,  would  not  pro¬ 
duce  accurate  and  reliable  estimates  for 
the  Board  and  is  unacceptable. 


It  should  be  recognized  that  there  is 
probably  no  universally  acceptable  way 
to  determine  the  investment  requirement. 
Indeed,  various  methods  of  treating  the 
investment  requirement  have  been  used 
in  standardized  costing  methods.  For  ex¬ 
ample,  prior  to  the  adoption  of  Subpart 
K  the  Bureau  of  Operating  Rights  used 
present  book  value  as  the  investment 
base.  Our  view  is  that  any  method  chosen 
to  estimate  the  investment  requirement 
is,  to  a  certain  extent,  a  policy  matter. 
However,  in  all  other  areas  of  our  costing, 
we  determine  the  cost  of  net  added  units 
on  the  basis  of  system  averages.*  Thus, 


*Our  treatment  of  the  return  and  tax  re¬ 
quirement  Is  essentially  as  a  cost.  That  Is, 
the  computed  requirement  Is  deducted  from 
the  operating  profit  to  determine  the  net  Im¬ 
pact  of  the  proposal. 


the  proposed  modification  is  consistent 
with  our  other  areas  of  costing.  Moreover, 
this  approach  is  in  line  with  rate  and 
subsidy  decisions  which  use  average  book 
value  of  the  Investment  where  the  invest¬ 
ment  base  is -part  of  the  decisional  cri¬ 
teria. 

The  proposed  prescribed  unit  cost, 
basic  data  and  computations  are  in  the 
compilation  entitled  Proposed  Local 
Service  Air  Carriers’  Unit  Costs  for  Esti¬ 
mating  Total  Servicing  Expense  and  Re¬ 
turn  on  Investment  and  Tax  Allowance, 
copies  of  which  are  available  at  the 
Board’s  ofBce  in  the  Distribution  Sec¬ 
tion,  Room  516,  Universal  Building,  1825 
Connecticut  Avenue,  N.Y.,  Washington, 
D.C. 


Regression  analysis  results  of  the  proposed  functional  costs  accounts,  year  ended  Sept.  SO,  19y6 


Passenger  service 

Aircraft 
servicing  per 
weighted 
departure 

Traffic 
servicing  per 
revenue  ton 
enplaned 

PromoUon 
and  sales  per 
percent  of 
revenue 

Maintenance 
ground  per 
weighted 
departure 

General  and 
admiiUstraUve 
per  percent  of 
cost 

Amortisation 
and  depreci¬ 
ation  ground 
per  weighted 
departure 

Cabin  attend¬ 
ant  per  cabin 
attendant 
block  hour 

Other  per 
revenue 
passenger 
mile 

Intereept . 

-4,576,810 

-628 

-10,304.490 

2,053,563 

-15,990 

-5,555,721 

143,301 

-3,214,615 

Slope . . . . 

Coefficient  of  determination 

33. 144 

.009973 

3.548 

54.804 

.112485 

.916179 

.047142 

.636591 

(r*) . 

.960 

.990 

.915 

.925 

.964 

.855 

.946 

.906 

Coefficient  of  correlaUon  (r)... 

.990 

.995 

.956 

.962 

.992 

.925 

.972 

.953 

compmuson  or  mdirect  cost  csnaTc:  •roouceo  st 
FUNcrtoMAi  «tnoo  ano  wo^mt  r  at  m  loa^  factor 
MOUSTRV  AVCRACC  COSTS  FOR  ONE  B-Tr  i’W  TRlR 

MS  im 
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M  M  IM  *  121 
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Comparison  of  indirect  cost  estimates  pro¬ 
duced  by  subpart  K  and  proposed  func¬ 
tional  method  industry  average  cost  for 
1  B-727-200  nonstop  trip,  Mar.  SI,  1976 


Load  factor  per 
stage  length 

Proposed 

functional 

method 

Su^art 

method 

Cost  esti¬ 
mate  as  a 
percent  of 
subpart  K 
costs 

45  pet  load 
factor: 

250 . 

$1,061.26 

$812.85 

130.56 

500 . 

1,323.74 

1,090.57 

121.38 

1,000 . 

1,789.20 

1,646.02 

105.23 

1,500 . 

2,254.67 

2,201.48 

99.83 

55  pet  load 
factor: 

250 . 

1, 186.04 

992.00 

119.56 

500 . . 

1,488.75 

1,331.45 

111.81 

1,000 . 

2,022.00 

2,010.33 

97.11 

1,500 . 

2,555.24 

2,689.22 

92.42 

45  pet  load 
factor: 

250 . 

1,310.80 

1,171.15 

111.92 

500 . 

1,653.76 

1,572.31 

105. 18 

1,000 . 

2,254.79 

2,374.63 

91.48 

1,500 . 

2,855.81 

3,176.95 

87.30 

COiRABrSOR  OF  iROMKCT  COST  ISTniATf S  RRCOUCtO  It 
RRCROSf  0  FUMCrtONAk  RITMM  AMO  WIRART  R  AT  »*•  LCAD  FAC7CB 
tl«v$TRT  AVERAGE  COSTS  FOR  0»C  OC  NORSTCR  TR# 

*  ■mAA.IVI 
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ComparriaoH  of  indirect  coat  eatimatea  pro¬ 
duced  by  propoacd  functional  method 
and  aubpart  K  induatry  average  coata  for 
1  DC-9-S0  nonatop  trip,  Mar.  SI,  1976 


Load  factor  per 

Proposed 

Subvert 

Cost  esti¬ 
mate  as  a 

stage  length 

functional 

percent  of 

method 

method 

subpart  K 

costs 

45  pet  load 


250 . 

$786.72 

$648.67 

113,57 

500 . 

937.36 

931.10 

100.67 

1,000.... 

1,249.39 

1,816.21 

94.92 

1,500.... 
55  pet  load 
factor: 

— 

1,605.05 

1,760.57 

91.17 

250 . 

836.55 

798.01 

105.49 

500 . 

. 

1,069.38 

1,064.57 

100.45 

1,000 _ 

1,479.10 

1,607.68 

9.200 

1,500 _ 

65  pet  load 
fhetor: 

1,888.94 

2,150.79 

87.83 

250 . 

936.37 

936.33 

100.00 

500 . 

1,201.40 

1,257.26 

95.56 

1,000 _ 

.  .  .  . 

1,665.35 

1,899.11 

87.69 

1,500 _ 

.... 

2,129.40 

2,540.97 

83.80 

con***  cai  Of  ^syn-.r  car  ertuTEs  pwcjce:  jr 
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C0«PAR!:G\  Of  MO^nCT  COST  eSTOMTES  PROOUCEd  IT 
PROTQSEO  fUbCrtOllAL  WETNOO  ANO  UMPART  K  AT  SS*.  LOAD  f  ACTOR 
lAOUSTRr  Ak-EUSE  COSTS  f  OR  ONE  CC-IMO  NCNSTQP  TRl» 
RatcAHUTS 
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Compariaon  of  indirect  coat  eatimatea  pro¬ 
duced  by  propoaed  functional  method 
and  aubpart  K  induatry  average  coata  for 
1  DC-10~10  nonatop  trip.  Mar,  31,  1976 


Load  factor  per 
stage  length 

Proposed 

functional 

method 

Subpart 

method 

Cost  esti¬ 
mates  as  a 
percent  of 
8ub|>art  K 
costs 

45  pet  load 

actor: 

250 . 

$2,265.71 

$1,510.63 

149.98 

500 . 

2,743.89 

2,026.09 

135.43 

1,000 . 

3,594.12 

3,057.01 

117.57 

1,500 . 

4,444.09 

4,067.93 

106.63 

55  pet  load 
factor: 

250 . 

2,497.29 

1,843.13 

135.49 

500 . 

3,050.15 

2,478. 14 

123.33 

LOOO . 

4,026.19 

8,733. 15 

107.85 

1,500 . 

5,001.95 

4,993.17 

100.18 

65  pet  load 
ftetor: 

250 . 

2,728.85 

2,175.65 

125.43 

500 . 

3,356.42 

2,290.20 

114.94 

1,000 . 

4,458.25 

4;  409. 31 

101. 11 

1,500 . 

5,559.81 

5,896.41 

94.26 

Compariaon  of  indirect  coat  eatimatea  pro¬ 
duced  by  propoaed  functional  method 
and  aubpart  K  induatry  average  coata  for 
1  B-707-300  nonatop  trip.  Mar.  SI,  1976 


Load  factor  per 
stage  length 

Proposed 

functional 

method 

Su^art 

method 

Cost  esti¬ 
mate  as  a 
percent  of 
subpart  K 
cost 

45  pet  load 
factor: 

250 . 

$1,518.58 

$949.20 

156 

500 . 

1,809.25 

1,273.59 

142.06 

1,000 . 

2,336. 41 

1,922.36 

121.54 

1,500 . 

2,863.25 

2,571.12 

111.36 

55  pet  load 
factor: 

250 . 

1,658.01 

1, 158.46 

143. 12 

500 . 

2,001.99 

1,554.93 

128.75 

1,000 . 

2,606.81 

2,347.87 

111.09 

1,500 . 

3,214.33 

3,140.81 

102.34 

65  pet  load 
factor: 

250 . 

1,803.74 

1,867.71 

131.88 

500 . 

*  2,168.62 

1,836.27 

118. 10 

1,000 . 

2,880.21 

2,773.38 

103.85 

1,500 . 

3,565.40 

8,710.49 

96.09 

c:npap’:c>  :f  ;s9R£Ct  cost  esthiates  rroojceo  it 

RROPOSEO  f -N:t*C%Al  N£’’hC:  ANO  SUIPAAT  A  AT  $5>  LOAD  fAC’CR 
tNOwSTRr  ATERASE  costs  fOR  ONE  CV-SM  NCNSTOP  TR.P 


•m  • 
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Comparison  of  indirect  coat  eatimatea  pro¬ 
duced  by  propoaed  functional  method 
and  aubpart  K  industry  average  costs  for 
1  CV-iiSO  nonatop  trip.  Mar.  31,  1976 


Coat  esti- 

Load  factor  per  Proposed  Subpart  mate  as  a 
staee  length  functional  K  percent 

method  method  subpait  K 
costs 


45  pet  load  factor: 

250 . 

500 . 

1.000 . 

1,500 . 

55  pet  load  factor: 

250 . 

500 . 

1,000 . 

1,500 . 

65  pet  load  factor: 

250 . 

500 . 

1,000 . 

1,500 . 


$736.72 

$648. 

937.86 

931. 

1,249.39 

1,816. 

1,605.05 

1,760. 

836.55 

793. 

1,069.38 

1,064. 

1,479. 10 

1,607. 

1,888.94 

2,150. 

936.37 

936. 

1,201.40 

1,257. 

1,665.35 

1,899. 

2,129.40 

2,540. 

67 

118.57 

10 

100.67 

21 

94.92 

57 

91.17 

01 

105.49 

57 

100.45 

68 

92.00 

79 

87.83 

33 

100.00 

26 

96.56 

11 

87.69 

97 

83.80 

Proposed  Rule 

It  is  proposed  to  amend  Subpart  K  of 
Part  302  (14  CFR  Part  302) , 

1.  Amend  S  302.1105  to  read  as  follows: 
§  302.1105  Servicing  Expense. 

(a)  In  order  to  determine  the  amount 
of  servicing  expense,  add  the  change  in 
expense  of  each  functional  cost  category 
as  determined  herein: 

(b)  In  order  to  determine  the  amount 
of  Passenger  Service  expense  associated 
with  cabin  attendant  block  hours:  pro¬ 
ceed  in  accordance  with  the  following 
steps: 

(1)  Refer  to  the  compilation  for  the 
latest  12-month  period  setting  forth 
each  carrier’s  average  number  of  cabin 
attendants  per  aircraft  type.  Multiply 
the  change  in  the  number  of  aircraft 
block  hours  to  be  caused  by  the  proposed 
route  modifleatiems  by  the  relevant 
number  of  cabin  attendants  to  obtain 
the  total  cabin  arttendants  block  hours 
involved  in  the  change. 

'  i)  Refer  to  the  compilation  for  the 
latest  12-month  period  setting  forth  the 
prescribed  cabin  attendant  block  hom* 
rate  for  each  carrier,  and  ascertain  the 
applicable  figure. 

(3)  Multiply  the  amount  ascertained 
in  paragraph  (b)  (2)  of  this  section  by 
the  number  of  cabin  attendant  block 
hours  determined  in  paragraph  (b)(1) 
of  this  section  to  determine  the  amount 
of  Passenger  Service  expense  associa¬ 
ted  with  cabin  attendant  block  hours. 

(c)  In  order  to  determine  the  amount 
of  Passenger  Service  expense  associated 
with  the  number  of  revenue  passenger 
miles,  proceed  in  accordance  with  the 
following  steps: 

(1)  Refer  to  the  compilation  for  the 
latest  12-month  period  setting  forth  for 
each  carrier,  the  prescribed  unit  rate 
per  revenue  passenger  mile,  and  ascer¬ 
tain  the  applicable  figure. 

-  (2)  Multiply  the  amoimt  ascertained 
in  paragraph  (c)  (1)  of  this  section  by 
the  change  in  the  number  of  revenue 
passenger  miles  to  be  caused  by  the  pro¬ 
posed  route  modification  in  order  to  de- 
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termine  the  amount  of  passenger  serv¬ 
ice  expense  for  revenue  passenger  miles. 

(d)  In  order  to  determine  the  amount 
of  Aircraft  Servicing  expense  associated 
with  the  number  of  weighted  departures, 
proceed  in  accordance  with  the  follow¬ 
ing  steps: 

(1)  Refer  to  the  compilation  for  the 
latest  12 -month  period  setting  forth  the 
gross  take-oCf  weight  for  each  carrier’s 
aircrsift  type.  Multiply  the  change  in  the 
number  of  departures  to  be  caused  by  the 
proposed  modifications  by  the  gross  take¬ 
off  weight  of  the  relevant  aircraft  type 
to  obtain  the  total  weighted  departure 
units  involved  in  the  change. 

(2)  Refer  to  the  compilation  for  the 
latest  12-month  period  setting  forth  the 
prescribed  weighted  departure  unit  rate 
associated  with  aircraft  servicing  expense 
for  each  carrier,  and  ascertain  the  appli¬ 
cable  figure. 

(3)  Multiply  the  amount  ascertained 
in  paragraph  (d)  (2)  of  this  section  by 
the  number  of  weighted  departures  units 
determined  in  paragraph  (d)(1)  of  this 
section  to  determine  the  amount  of  air¬ 
craft  servicing,  expense  associated  with 
weighted  departures: 

(e)  In  order  to  determine  the  amoimt 
•f  Traffic  Servicing  expense  associated 
with  the  change  in  the  number  of  revenue 
tons  enplaned,  proceed  in  accordance 
with  the  following  steps : 

(1)  Refer  to  the  compilation  for  the 
latest  12-month  period  setting  forth  for 
each  carrier  the  prescribed  unit  rate  per 
revenue  ton  enplaned,  and  ascertain  the 
applicable  figure. 

(2)  Multiply  the  amount  ascertained 
in  paragraph  (e)(1)  of  this  section  by 
the  change  in  the  number  of  revenue 
tons  enplaned  to  be  caused  by  the  pro¬ 
posed  route  modification  in  order  to  de¬ 
termine  the  amount  of  traffic  servicing 
expense  for  revenue  tons  enplaned. 

(f) '  In  order  to  determine  the  amount 
of  Promotion  and  Sales  expense  associ¬ 
ated  with  the  change  in  commercial  rev¬ 
enues,  proceed  in  accordance  with  the 
following  steps; 

(1)  Refer  to  the  compilation  for  the 
latest  12-month  period  setting  forth  for 
each  carrier,  the  prescribed  percentage 
rate  of  commercial  revenues  and  ascer¬ 
tain  the  i^>plicable  figure. 

(2)  Multiply  the  amount  ascertained 
in  paragraph  (f)(1)  of  this  section  by 
the  change  in  commercial  revenues  to  be 
caused  by  the  proposed  route  modffica- 
tlons  in  order  to  determine  the  amount 
of  promotion  and  sales  expense  associ¬ 
ated  with  the  change  in  commercial 
revenues. 

(g)  In  order  to  determine  the  amount 
of  Oroimd  Prop>erty  and  Equipment 
Maintenance  expense  associated  with  the 
number  of  weighted  departures,  proceed 
in  accordance  with  the  following  steps: 

(1)  Refer  to  the  compilation  for  the 
latest  12-month  period  setting  forth  the 
prescribed  weighted  departure  unit  rate 
associated  with  ground  property  and 
equiiMnent  maintenance  for  each  car¬ 
rier,  and  ascertain  the  i^plicable  figxire. 

(2)  Multiply  the  amoimt  ascertained 
in  paragraph  (g)(1)  of  this  section  by 
the  number  of  weighted  departures  units 


determined  in  paragraph  (d)  (1)  ol  this 
section  to  determine  the  amount  of 
groimd  property  and  equipment  mainte¬ 
nance  expense  assoclatWl  with  weighted 
departures. 

(h)  In  order  to  determine  the  amount 
of  Oeneral  and  Administrative  expense 
associated  with  the  change  in  total  cash 
costs,  proceed  in  accordance  with  the 
following  steps; 

(1)  Add  the  amount  of  aircraft  oper¬ 
ating  cash  costs  ascertained  in  §  302.1104 
paragraph  (a)  and  indirect  cash  costs 
a.scertained  in  paragrairfis  (d)(3),  (c) 
(2).  (d)(3),  (e)(2),  (f)(2).  (g)(2)  of 
this  section  to  obtain  the  total  cash  costs 
involved  in  the  change. 

(2)  Refnr  to  the  compilation  for  the 
latest  12-month  period  setting  forth  fm: 
each  carrier  the  prescribed  percentage 
rate  of  cash  costs,  and  ascertain  the  ap¬ 
plicable  figme. 

(3)  Multiply  tlie  amount  ascertained 
in  paragraph  (h)  (2)  of  this  section  by 
the  total  cash  costs  determined  in  para¬ 
graph  (h)(1)  of  this  section  to  determine 
the  amount  of  general  and  administra¬ 
tive  expense. 

(i)  In  order  to  determine  the  amount 
of  ground  property  and  equipment 
amortization  and  depreciation  expense 
associated  with  the  number  of  weighted 
departures,  proceed  in  accordance  with 
the  following  steps: 

(1)  Refer  to  the  compilaticm  for  the 
latest  12-month  period  setting  forth  the 
prescribed  weighted  departure  unit  rate 
ELssociated  with  groimd  property  and 
equipment  amortization  and  deprecia¬ 
tion  for  each  carrier,  and  ascertain  the 
applicable  figure. 

(2)  Multiply  the  amount  ascertained 
in  paragraph  (i)  (1)  of  this  section  by 
the  number  of  weighted  departures 
imits  determined  in  paragraph  (d)  (1)  of 
this  section  to  determine  the  amount  of 
ground  property  and  equipment  amorti¬ 
zation  and  depreciation  expense  asso¬ 
ciated  with  weighted  departures. 

2.  Delete  and  reserve  §  302.1108,  as 
follows: 

§302.1108  [Rrsorvcd] 

JPR  Doc.77-8636  PUed  3-23-77;8:45  am] 


SECURITIES  AND  EXCHANGE 
COMMISSION 
[  17  CFR  Part  240  ] 

[Release  No.  34-13381;  PUe  No.  S7-671] 

PROMOTION  OF  REUABIUTY  OF  FINAN¬ 
CIAL  INFORMATION.  PREVENTION  OF 
CONCEALMENT  OF  QUESTIONABLE  OR 
ILLEGAL  CORPORATE  PAYMENTS  AND 
PRACTICES,  AND  DISCLOSURE  OF  IN¬ 
VOLVEMENT  OF  MANAGEMENT  IN 
SPECIFIED  TYPES  OF  TRAN&tCTIONS 

Notice  of  Extension  of  Comment  Period 

The  Securities  and  Exchange  Commis¬ 
sion  has  announced  that  it  has  extendi 
by  30  days,  imtll  April  11. 1977,  the  dead¬ 
line  for  receipt  of  public  commoit  on  the 
rulemaking  proposals  announced  in  Se¬ 
curities  Ebcchange  Act  Release  No.  13185 
(Jan.  19.  1977),  42  FR  4854  (Jan.  28. 
1977).  These  prtHiosals,  the  basis  and 


purpose  of  which  are  described  in  detail 
in  Release  No.  13185,  would  require  each 
issuer  registered  pursuant  to  section  12 
of  the  Securities  Exchange  Act,  or  re¬ 
quired  to  file  periodic  reports  pursuant 
to  section  15(d) .  to 

(1)  Maintain  books  and  records  accurately 
reflecting  the  transactions  and  dispositions 
of  assets  of  the  Issuer;  and 

(2)  Maintain  an  adequate  system  ot  In¬ 
ternal  accounting  controls  designed  to  pro¬ 
vide  reasonable  assurance  that  four  sped- 
fled  objectives  are  satlsfled. 

Further,  the  Commission,  in  order  to 
protect  the  reliability  of  financial  infor¬ 
mation  required  to  be  filed  pursuant  to 
the  federal  securities  laws  and  to  protect 
the  integrity  of  the  independent  audit  of 
issuer  financial  statements  required 
under  existing  Commissicm  rules,  has 
proposed  to 

(1)  Prohibit  the  falsification  of  an  Issu¬ 
er's  accounting  records;  and 

(2)  Prohibit  the  officers,  directors,  or 
stockholders  of  an  Issuer  from  making  false, 
misleading  or  Incomplete  statements  to  an 
accountant  engaged  in  an  examination  of 
the  issuer. 

In  addition,  because  of  the  unique  sig¬ 
nificance  of  questionable  or  Illegal  con¬ 
duct  in  the  evaluatimi  of  the  competence 
and  integrity  of  corporate  management, 
the  proposals  would  also  require  dis¬ 
closure.  in  connection  with  any  proxy 
scdlcitation  or  information  statment 
pursuant  to  Regulation  14A  imder  the 
Securities  Exchange  Act,  of  the  facts 
pertaining  to  the  Involvement  of  any  of¬ 
ficer  or  director  in  such  corporate  pay¬ 
ments,  and  of  any  corporate  policy  con¬ 
cerning  such  matters. 

All  interested  persons  are  invited  to 
submit  their  views  and  comments,  in 
triplicate,  on  the  foregoing  proposals  to 
George  A.  Fitzsimmons,  Secretary,  Se¬ 
curities  and  Exchange  Commission, 
Washington,  D.C.  20549  on  or  before  the 
close  of  business  April  11.  1977.  All  such 
cfHnmimications  should  refer  to  File  S7- 
671  and  will  be  available  for  public  In- 
specticm  and  copying  at  the  Cwnmis- 
sion’s  Public  Rrference  Ro<»n,  1100  L 
Street  NW.,  Washington,  D.C. 

By  the  Commission. 

George  A.  Fitzsimmons. 

Secretary. 

March  16,  1977. 

(PR  Doc.77-8886  Filed  3  23  77; 8: 45  ami 


[  17  CFR  Part  240  ] 

(Release  No.  34-13386,  36-19936,  IC-9678; 
File  No.  87-684] 

STOCK  APPRECIATION  RIGHTS 
Proposed  Rulemaking 

AGENCY :  Securities  and  Exchange 
Commission. 

AC7TION:  Proposed  amendments. 

SUMMARY:  The  Commission  proposes 
to  amend  the  rule  which  exempts  certain 
acquisitions  of  securities  from  the  law 
aUowing  an  Issuer  to  recover  the  profits 
made  by  its  Insiders  on  short-term  se¬ 
curities  transactions.  The  purpose  of  the 
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proposed  amendments  is  to  clarify  the 
applicability  of  the  rule  to  the  exercise 
of  stock  appreclatlcm  rights. 

DATES:  Comments  must  be  received  on 
or  before:  April  18, 1977. 

ADDRESSES:  All  communications  on 
this  matter  should  be  submitted  In  tripli¬ 
cate  to  George  A.  Fitzsimmons,  Secre¬ 
tary,  Securities  and  Exchange  Commis¬ 
sion,  500  North  Capitol  Street,  Washing¬ 
ton,  D.C.  20549.  Comments  should  refer 
to  File  No.  S7-684  and  will  be  avaflable 
for  public  inspectkm- 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION 
CONTACT: 

Peter  J.  Romeo,  Division  of  Corpora¬ 
tion  Finance,  Securities  and  Exchange 

Commission,  Washington.  D.C.  20549 

(202-755-1240). 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 
The  Commission  today  announced  that 
it  is  soliciting  public  commraits  on  iMt>- 
posed  amendments  to  paxsigraph  (e)  (8) 
of  Rule  16b-3  (17  CTFR  240.16b-3)  imder 
the  Securities  Exchange  Act  of  1934 
(“Exchange  Act”)  (15  U.S.C.  77a  et  seq., 
as  amended  by  Pub.  L.  No.  94-29  (June  4, 
1975)).  Rule  16b-3  relates  to  Section 
16(b) )  of  the  Exchange  Act  and  corres¬ 
ponding  provisions  of  the  Public  UtQlty 
Holding  Company  Act  of  1935  (15  U.S.C. 
79a  et  seq.,  as  amended  by  Pub.  L.  No. 
94-29  (Jime  4,  1975))  and  the  Invest¬ 
ment  Company  Act  of  1940  (15  U.S.C. 
80a-l  et  seq.,  as  amended  by  Pub.  L. 
No.  94-29  (June  4,  1975)). 

Section  16(b)  Is  designed  to  prevent 
Insiders  from  unfairly  utfllzlng  confiden¬ 
tial  Information  to  profit  from  short¬ 
term  trading  transactions  In  an  Issuer’s 
securities.  It  applies  to  each  person  who 
beneficially  owns,  directly  or  indirectly, 
more  than  10  percent  of  any  class  of 
equity  security  which  is  registered  imder 
section  12  of  the  Exchange  Act,  or  who 
Is  a  director  or  officer  of  the  Issuer  of  any 
such  seciulty.  The  section  provides  that 
any  profit  realized  by  such  officer,  di¬ 
rector  or  10-percent  holder  from  any 
purchase  and  sale,  or  any  sale  and  pur¬ 
chase,  of  any  equity  security  of  such  is¬ 
suer  within  any  period  of  less  than  six 
months  shall  Inure  to  and  be  recoverable 
by  the  Issuer.  It  further  provides  that  the 
CTommlsslon  may  exempt  by  rule  any 
transactlcxi  not  ccmprehended  within 
the  purpose  of  that  section,  and  Rule 
16b-3  has  been  adopted  by  the  Commis¬ 
sion  pursuant  to  that  authority  In  order 
to  exempt  certain  acquisitions  of  securi¬ 
ties  from  section  16(b) . 

Background 

On  December  22,  1976  the  CJommlsslon 
published  Release  No.  34-13097  (42  FR 
754)  announcing  the  adoption  of  certain 
amendments  to  Rule  16b-3.  Hie  amend¬ 
ments  were  Intended  primarily  to  provide 
a  “safe  harbor”  from  the  short-swing 
profit  recovery  provisions  of  section 
16(b)  fm*  certain  transactions  In  stock 
iqipreclatlon  rights  (“SARs”).  Hie 
amendments  are  to  becmne  effective  on 
June  30,  1977,  although  they  may  be 
relied  upcm  prior  to  that  date  tt  th^ 


requirements  can  be  satisfied  by  affected 
persons. 

The  Commission  recently  has  become 
aware  of  the  need  to  clarify  paragraph 
(e)  (3)  of  the  amendments  to  Rule  16b-3 
referred  to  above.  That  subparagraph, 
which  sets  forth  certain  requirements 
for  the  administration  of  an  SAR  plan, 
reads  In  its  entirety  as  follows : 

{©)••• 

(3)  Administration  of  the  Plan,  (l)  The 
plan  shall  be  administered  by  either  the 
board  of  directors,  a  majority  of  which  are 
disinterested  persons  and  a  majority  of  the 
directors  acting  on  plan  matters  are  disin¬ 
terested  persons,  or  by  a  committee  of  three 
w  more  persons,  all  of  whom  are  disinter¬ 
ested  persons. 

(U)  The  board  or  committee  shall  have 
scde  discretion  either 

(A)  To  determine  the  form  in  which  pay¬ 
ment  of  the  right  will  be  made  (l.e.,  cash, 
securities,  or  a^  combination  thereof),  or 

(B)  To  consent  to  or  disapprove  the  elec¬ 
tion  of  the  participant  to  receive  cash  In 
fun  or  partial  settlement  of  the  right.  Any 
such  election  by  the  participant  shall  be 
made  by  him  during  the  period  beginning  on 
the  third  business  day  following  the  date 
of  release  of  the  financial  data  specified  In 
paragraph  (e)(1)  (11)  of  this  section  and  end¬ 
ing  on  the  twelfth  business  day  following 
Bu<^  date.  The  board  or  committee  which  ad- 
mlnlstMS  the  plan  may  either  consent  to, 
or  dlsi4>prove,  the  participant's  election  at 
any  time  thereafter. 

•  •  •  •  • 

In  formulating  the  above  subpara¬ 
graph.  the  Commission  had  Intended 
that  the  requirements  of  subsection  (B) 
thereof  be  applicable  not  only  to  the 
election  by  a  participant  as  to  the  form 
of  payment  of  his  SAR  but  also  to  his 
election  to  exercise  the  SAR.  Hiose  re¬ 
quirement  (viz.,  that  the  election  by  the 
participant  be  made  during  a  specified 
10-day  “window”  period  each  quarter 
and  be  subject  to  the  approval  of  the  plan 
administrators)  would  seem  to  have  little 
purpose  Insofar  as  preventing  the  mis¬ 
use  of  Inside  Information  is  concerned 
unless  they  were  also  deemed  applicable 
to  the  election  to  exercise  the  SAR.  There 
Is,  however,  no  specific  reference  to  the 
election  to  exercise  In  subsection  (B), 
with  the  result  that  the  subsection  may 
reasonably  be  construed.  In  Its  present 
form,  not  to  be  applicable  to  such  elec¬ 
tions. 

Thk  Proposed  Revisions 

In  order  to  clarify  the  Intended  ap¬ 
plicability  of  paragraph  (e)  (3) ,  the 
Commission  proposes  to  revise  It  by  de¬ 
leting  the  last  two  sentences  thereof  and 
substituting  two  new  subsections  In  their 
place.  In  Its  entirety,  paragraph  (e)  (3) 
would  be  amended  as  Indlca^  In  the 
following  paragraph. 

Rule  16b-3  Is  proposed  to  be  revised  to 
read  as  follows: 

§  240.16b— 3  Exemption  from  section 
16(b)  of  acquisitions  of  shares  of 
sto^  and  stock  options  and  stock 
appreciation  ri^ts  under  certain 
stock  incentive,  stock  opUtm  or  sim¬ 
ilar  plans. 

•  •  •  •  • 

(e)  •  •  • 

(3)  •  •  • 
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(i)  The  plan  shall  be  administered  by 
either  the  board  of  directors,  a  majority 
of  which  are  disinterested  persons  and  a 
majority  of  the  directors  acting  cm  plan 
matters  are  disinterested  persons,  or  by 
a  committee  of  three  or  more  persons,  all 
of  whom  are  disinterested  persons. 

(11)  The  board  or  ccmimlttee  shall 
have  sole  discretion  either 

(A)  To  determine  the  form  in  which 
payment  of  the  right  will  be  made  (i.e., 
cash,  securities,  or  any  combination 
thereof) ,  or 

(B)  To  consent  to  or  disapprove  the 
election  of  the  participant  to  receive  cash 
in  full  or  partial  settlement  of  the  right. 

(ill)  Any  election  by  the  participant 
as  to  the  form  of  payment,  as  well  as 
any  election  by  him  to  exercise  his  stock 
appreclatl(Xi  light,  shall  be  made  during 
the  period  beginning  on  the  third  busi¬ 
ness  day  following  the  date  of  release  of 
the  financial  data  specified  in  paragraph 
(e)  (1)  (11)  of  this  section  and  ending  on 
the  twelfth  business  day  following  such 
date. 

(iv)  The  board  or  committee  which 
administers  the  plan  shall  either  consent 
to,  or  disapprove,  any  election  by  the 
participant  as  to  the  form  of  payment 
and  any  election  by  him  to  exercise  his 
stock  appreciation  right.  The  consent 
or  disapproval  may  be  given  at  any  time 
after  the  electlcm  to  which  it  relates. 

*  •  •  •  • 
(Secs.  16(b),  33(a),  48  Stat.  896,  901;  sec. 
208(a),  40  Stat.  704;  see.  8,  40  Stat.  1379;  sec. 
18.  80  Stat.  166  (16  UA.C.  7^(b).  78w(a)). 
Sec.  17(b).  30(a).  40  Stat.  830,  833  (15  U.S.C. 
79q(b).  70t(a)).  Secs.  30(f),  38,  64  Stat.  836, 
841  (16  UA.C.  80a-20.  80a-37).) 

Authoritt  for  the  Proposed 
Amendments 

The  foregoing  revisions  to  Rule  16b-3 
are  being  proposed  for  adoption  pursu¬ 
ant  to  the  Srourlties  Exchange  Act  of 
1934,  particularly  sections  16(b)  and 
23(a)  thereof;  the  Public  Utility  Hold¬ 
ing  Company  Act  of  1935,  particularly 
sections  17(b)  and  20(a)  thereof;  and 
the  Investment  Company  Act  of  1940, 
particularly  sections  30(f)  and  38  there¬ 
of. 

By  the  CcHnmlsslon. 

George  A.  Fitzsimmons. 

Secretary. 

March  17.  1977. 

(FR  T»c.77-8888  Plied  3-23-77;8:45  am] 
[17CFRPart270] 

[Release  No.  33-5817,  IC-9677;  FUe  No. 

87-683] 

SECURITIES  REGISTERED  BY  OPEN-END 
MANAGEMENT  COMPANIES 

Computation  of  Filing  Fees 

AGENCY :  Securities  and  Exchange 
Commission. 

ACTION;  Proposed  rule. 

SUMMARY:  Hils  proposed  rule  provides 
an  optional  method  for  calculation  of 
registration  fees  by  open-end  Investment 
companies  registering  addltlcmal  shares. 
Open-end  Investment  companies  making 
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a  continuous  offering  of  their  shares  may 
incur  inordinately  high  registration  fees 
depending  on  the  extent  to  which  sales 
of  their  shares  are  offset  by  redemptions 
and  repurchases.  The  proposed  rule 
would  have  the  effect  of  requiring  regis¬ 
tration  fees  only  for  those  shares  being 
registered  In  excess  of  the  number  of 
shares  redeemed  or  repurchased  In  the 
previous  fiscal  year. 

DATE:  Comments  must  be  received  cm  or 
before:  April  20,  1977. 

ADDRESS:  Ccmunents  should  be  sub¬ 
mitted  In  triplicate  to  George  A.  Fitzsim¬ 
mons,  Secretary,  Securities  and  Ex¬ 
change  Ocmimlsslon,  Washington,  D.C. 
20549.  Comment  letters  should  refer  to 
File  No.  S7-083. 

FXDR  FTTRTHER  INFORMATION  CON¬ 
TACT: 

Anthony  A.  Vertuno,  Dlvlslcm  of  In¬ 
vestment  Management,  Securities  and 

Exchange  Commission,  Washington, 

D.C.  20549  (202)  755-1192. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 
Ihe  Securities  and  Exchange  Commis¬ 
sion  today  published  for  public  comment 
a  proposed  Rule  24e-2  (17  CFR  270.24e- 
2)  under  the  Investment  Company  Act  of 
1940  (15  U.S.C.  80a^l  to  80a-62)  (“Act") 
which  would  permit  c^n  end  Investment 
ccxnpanles  roistering  additional  seciul- 
tles  pursuant  to  section  24(e)  (1)  of  the 
Act  (15  n.S.C.  80a-24(e)Tl))  to  make  an 
adjustment  for  the  amount  of  certain 
securities  prevloiisly  redeemed  or  repur¬ 
chased  when  calculating  the  fee  required 
to  be  paid  upon  such  registration. 

Section  24(e)  (1)  of  the  Act  provides 
that  registration  statements  under  the 
Securities  Act  of  1933  (15  n.S.C.  77b^ 
77aa)  (“1933  Act”)  relating  to  seciuitles 
of  certain  Investment  companies.  Includ¬ 
ing  open-end  management  companies, 
may  be  amended  after  their  effective 
dates  so  as  to  Increase  the  secmltles 
specified  therein  as  proposed  to  be  of¬ 
fered,  and  further  provides  that  a  filing 
fee,  calculated  In  the  manner  specified  In 
section  6(b)  of  the  1933  Act,  be  paid  at 
the  time  of  filing  of  the  amendment.* 

Section  6(b)  of  the  1933  Act  (15  U.S.C. 
77f(b))  provides  tor  the  payment  (ff  a 
fee  equal  to  one-fiftieth  of  1  per  centum 
of  the  maximum  aggregate  offering  price 
of  the  securities  being  registered.'  Rule 

>  Section  24(6)  (1)  of  the  Act  (17  U.S.C. 
80a-24(e) (1) )  provides; 

A  re^tratlon  statement  under  the  Secu¬ 
rities  Act  of  1933  relating  to  a  security  Issued 
by  face-amount  certificate  company  or  a  re¬ 
deemable  security  issued  by  an  open-end 
management  company  or  a  imlt  Investment 
trust  may  be  amended  after  Its  effective  date 
so  as  to  Increase  the  securities  specified 
therein  as  proposed  to  be  offered.  At  the 
time  of  filing  such  amendment  there  shall  be 
paid  to  the  Ckiuunlsslon  a  fee,  calculated  In 
the  manner  specified  In  section  6(b)  of  said 
Act,  with  respect  to  the  additional  securities 
therein  proposed  to  be  offered. 

’Section  6(b)  of  the  1933  Act  (15  U.S.C. 
77f(b))  provides: 

At  the  time  of  filing  a  registration  state¬ 
ment  the  applicant  shall  pay  to  the  Ck>mml8- 
slon  a  fee  of  one-fiftieth  of  1  per  centum  of 
the  maximum  aggregate  price  at  which  such 
securities  are  proposed  to  be  offered,  but  In 
no  case  shall  such  fee  be  less  than  $100. 


457  under  the  1933  Act  (17  CFR  230.457) 
sets  forth  the  method  by  which  the  regis¬ 
tration  fee  required  by  section  6(b)  ot 
the  1933  Act  Is  calculated  In  various  situ¬ 
ations  In  which  the  maximum  aggregate 
offering  price  Is  based  on  fluctuating  fac¬ 
tors,  such  as  market  price  or  underlying 
net  asset  values,  or  Is  otherwise  uncer¬ 
tain  at  the  time  of  filing  because  of  the 
nature  of  the  proposed  offering.  Because 
the  securities  of  openend  management 
investment  companies  are  offered  at 
varying  prices  l^ed  upon  fiuctuating 
values  of  underlying  assets,  the  registra¬ 
tion  fee  for  both  original  registration 
statements  and  post-effective  amend¬ 
ments  Is  calculated,  as  provided  by  Rule 
457(c)  (17  CTR  230.457(c) ),  on  the  basis 
of  the  market  value  of  the  underlying 
assets  as  a  specified  date  within  IS 
dasrs  prior  to  the  date  of  filing.  In  ac¬ 
cordance  with  the  method  to  be  used  In 
calculating  the  dally  offering  price. 

A  large  majority  of  open-end  manage¬ 
ment  companies  offer  their  shares  on  a 
continuous  basis,  and  almost  all  of  those 
cmnpanles  making  such  a  eontlnuoas 
offering  use  the  procedure  permitted  by 
section  24(e)  (1)  of  the  Act  to  Increase, 
from  time  to  time,  the  number  of  regis¬ 
tered  shares  being  offered.  Experience 
has  shown,  however,  that  open-end  man¬ 
agement  companies  experience  a  high 
turnover  In  their  outstanding  shares  and 
that  a  substantial  portion  of  the  securi¬ 
ties  registered  pursuant  to  section  24(e) 
(1)  of  the  Act  are  Intended  to  replace 
securities  recently  redeemed  or  repur¬ 
chased  and  may  themselves  be  tendered 
for  red«nptlon  or  repurchase  shortly 
after  issuance.  The  Commission  has  con¬ 
sistently  taken  the  view  that,  absent  an 
available  exemptl<m,  all  securities  offered 
or  sold  by  an  issuer  are  subject  to  the 
registration  requirements  of  the  1933 
Act,  notwithstanding  the  fact  that  such 
securities  may  have  been  redeemed  or 
repurchased  by  the  Issuer  subsequent  to 
their  earlier  sale  by  the  issuer  piu^suant 
to  a  registration  statement.  The  regis¬ 
tration  fee  required  by  section  24(e)(1) 
of  the  Act  and  sectlcm  6(b)  the  1933 
Act  is  thus  calculated  on  the  basis  of  the 
total  amount  of  secmltles  b^hig  regis¬ 
tered  regardless  of  whether  the  securities 
are  replacing  redeemed  or  repurchased 
securities.  This  method  of  calculation 
may  result  In  Inordinately  high  registra¬ 
tion  costs  for  open-end  management 
companies  and  their  shareh<dders  and 
may  unfairly  burden  the  registration 
process  for  this  type  of  issuer. 

To  alleviate  this  situation,  the  Com¬ 
mission  proposes  to  adopt,  pursuant  to 
section  6(c)  of  the  Act,*  Rule  24e-2  (17 

'Section  6(c)  of  the  Act  (15  U.S.C.  80s- 
6(c))  provides: 

Tb'  Commission,  by  rules  and  regulations 
upon  Its  own  motion,  or  by  order  upon  ap¬ 
plication,  may  conditionally  or  uncondi¬ 
tionally  exempt  any  person,  security,  or 
transaction,  or  any  class  or  classes  of  persons, 
securities,  or  transactions,  from  any  pro¬ 
vision  or  provisions  of  this  title  or  of  any 
rule  or  regulation  thereunder.  If  and  to  the 
extent  that  such  exemption  Is  necessary  or 
appropriate  In  the  public  Interest  and  catx- 
sistent  with  the  protection  of  Investors  and 
the  purposes  fairly  intended  by  the  poUcy 
and  provisions  of  this  title. 


CFR  270.24e-2)  under  the  Act.  The  pro¬ 
posed  rule  would  permit  open-end  In¬ 
vestment  companies  registering  addi¬ 
tional  securities  pursuant  to  section 
24(e)(1)  of  the  Act  to  make  an  adjust¬ 
ment  for  the  amount  of  securities  re¬ 
deemed  or  repurchased  during  the  previ¬ 
ous  fiscal  year  when  calculating  the  fee 
required  by  that  section.  In  effect,  a 
filing  fee  would  be  required  with  respect 
to  those  securities  being  registered  pur¬ 
suant  to  section  24(e)  (1)  of  the  Act  only 
to  the  extent  that  they  exceed  the 
amount  of  securities  redeemed  or  re¬ 
purchased  in  the  previous  fiscal  year. 
However,  even  though  more  than  one 
amendment  registering  additional  securi¬ 
ties  is  iCied  by  a  registrant  in  a  single 
fiscal  year,  the  total  adjustment  for  re¬ 
deemed  and  repurchased  secirrities  which 
could  be  made  with  respect  to  all  such 
amendments  taken  together  would  be 
limited  to  the  total  amount  of  securities 
redeemed  or  repurchased  in  the  regis¬ 
trant’s  previous  fiscal  year.  Thus,  under 
the  proposed  rule,  any  securities  re¬ 
deemed  or  repurchased  may  be  the  basis 
of  an  adjustment  for  the  fee  computation 
only  In  respect  of  securities  registered  by 
amendment  In  the  following  fiscal  year, 
and  then  only  once  during  that  year.  The 
requirement  of  section  6(b)  of  the  1933 
Act  relating  to  a  $100  minimum  fee  would 
be  Incorporated  In  the  proposed  rule. 

Accortogly,  It  is  proposed  to  amend 
17  CiJPR,  Chapter  n,  by  adding  a  new" 
9  270.24e-2  to  read  as  follows: 

§  270.24«— 2  CompuUition  of  fee. 

Where  a  r^istration  statement  under 
the  Securities  Act  of  1933  relating  to  the 
securities  of  an  (H)en-end  management 
company  is  amended  piusuant  to  section 
24(e)  (1)  so  as  to  Increase  the  amount  of 
securities  proposed  to  be  offered  thereby, 
the  fee  to  be  paid  at  the  time  of  filling  of 
such  amendment 

(a)  Shall  be  calculated  in  the  manner 
specified  In  section  6(b)  of  the  Secm-ities 
Act  of  1933  except  that,  for  the  purpose 
of  such  calculation,  the  maxlmiim  ag¬ 
gregate  price  at  which  the  securities  are 
proposed  to  be  offered  may  be  deemed  to 
be  the  maximum '  aggregate  offering 
price,  as  determined  by  Rule  457(c) 
under  the  Securities  Act  of  1933,  of: 
(1)  The  amount  of  securities  (number  of 
shares  or  other  units)  being  registered, 
less  (2)  the  amoimt  of  securities  (num¬ 
ber  of  shares  or  other  iinlts  the  same 
class  redeemed  or  repurchased  by  the 
issuer  in  Its  previous  fiscal  year:  Pro¬ 
vided,  That  the  total  amount  of  securi¬ 
ties  used  in  this  adjustment  may  not  ex¬ 
ceed,  in  any  fiscal  year  in  which  such 
adjustments  are  made,  the  total  amount 
of  securities  which  were  redeemed  or 
repurchased  by  the  issuer  during  its 
previous  fiscal  year; 

(b)  Shall  in  no  case  be  less  than  $100. 

The  Commission  proposes  Rule  24e-2 

(17  CFR  270.24e-2)  pursuant  to  section 
6(c)  of  the  Investment  Company  Act  of 
1940  (15  n.S.C.  80a-6(c)). 

All  Interested  persons  are  Invited  to 
submit  their  views  and  ccxnments  on  the 
foregoing  proposal  in  triplicate  to 
George  A.  Fitzsimmons,  Secretary,  Se¬ 
curities  and  Exchange  Commission, 
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Washington,  D.C.  20549  on  or  before 
April  20,  1977.  All  such  ctwamunications 
should  refer  to  File  No.  S7-683  and  will 
be  available  for  public  Inspection.  The 
text  of  proposed  Rule  24e-2  (17  CPR 
270.24e-2)  is  set  forth  above. 

By  the  Conunission. 

George  A.  Fitzsimmons, 

Secretary. 

March  15, 1977. 

[FB  Doc.77-8887  Piled  3-23-77;8:46  am] 


DEPARTMENT  OF  DEFENSE 


Department  of  the  Army 
[32CFRPart518]  * 

PUBLICATION  OF  RULES  AFFECTING 
THE  PUBLIC 


>  Procedures  and  Responsibilities 
AGENCY:  Department  of  the  Army. 
ACTION:  Propiosed  rule. 

SUMMARY:  Notice  is  hereby  given  that 
the  Secretary  of  the  Army  proposes  to 
amend  32  CFR  Part  518  by  adding  a  new 
subpart  relating  to  public  participation 
in  Department  of  the  Army  rulemaking 
affecting  the  public.  The  proposal  imple¬ 
ments  a  portion  of  the  Freedom  of  In¬ 
formation  Act,  5  U.S.C.  552(a)(1)  and 
Department  of  Defense  Directive  5400.9, 
December  23,  1974  (32  CFR  296,  40  FR 
4911). 

COMMENT  CLOSING  DATE:  April  25, 
1977. 

ADDRESS:  Comments,  suggestions  or 
objections  should  be  submitted  to:  HQDA 
(DAAG-AMR-R) ,  WASH,  DC  20314. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CON¬ 
TACT: 

Miss  Marian  Spittle  (202-693-0631). 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing,  it  is 
proposed  to  amend  Part  518  by  dividing 
the  rule  into  Subpart  A — Rdease  of  In¬ 
formation  and  Records  from  Army  Files 
and  adding  a  new  Subpart  B — Publica¬ 
tion  of  Rules  Affecting  the  Public,  in  the 
manner  set  forth  below. 


Dated:  March  18,  1977. 


By  authority  of  the  Secretary  of  the 


Army. 


Rome  D.  Smyth, 
Lieutenant-Coionei,  United 
States  Army,  Director,  Ad¬ 
ministrative  Management, 


TAGCEN. 


32.  CPR  Part  518  is  proposed  to  be 
amended  as  follows: 

1.  Present  5  S  518.1— 518.50  are  de¬ 
signated  Subpart  A,  and  the  table  of 
ctmtents  is  revised  as  follows: 

PART  518— RELEASE  OF  INFORMATION 
AND  RECORDS  FROM  ARMY  HLES  AND 
PUBLICATION  OF  RULES  AFFECTING 
THE  PUBUC 

Swbpart  A — RalaaM  of  Informatloii  and  Records 
From  Army  nioa 

OKMnai. 

See. 

Siai  Purpose. 

•18.1  Kzplaziatton  of  term  **reconls**. 


Procedubss 

518.3  General  policies. 

518.4  Scope. 

518.5  Requests  for  Army  records. 

518.6  Examination  and  reproduction  of 

records. 

518.7  Use  of  expeditious  c(Mnm\mlcatlons. 

518.8  Responsibilities  of  officials  receiving 

initial  requests. 

518.9  Initial  denial  authorities  (IDA) . 

518.10  Responsibilities  of  IDA. 

518.11  Release  of  records  to  specified  mem¬ 

bers  of  the  public. 

518.12  Release  to  Congress. 

518.13  Litigation,  tort  claims  and  contract 

disputes. 

518.14  Exemptions. 

518.15  Annual  reporting  requirements. 

518.16  Information  published  in  the  F^deeal 

Recisteb  or  made  avaUable  for  pub¬ 
lic  Inspection  and  copying. 

518.17  Officials  to  whom  requests  for  In¬ 

formation  may  be  directed. 

518.18  Preservation  of  personal  privacy  of 

members  of  Army. 

518.19  Schedule  of  fees  for  search  and  dupli¬ 

cation  under  The  Fi;eedom  of  In¬ 
formation  Act  Amendments,  Pub. 
L.  93-502. 

518.20-518.50  [Reserved] 

Subpart  B — Publication  of  Rules  Affecting  the 
l^blic 

Generai. 

518.51  Purpose. 

518.52  Explanation  of  terms. 

518.53  Responsibilities. 

518.54  Designation  of  rulemaking  coordina¬ 

tors. 

518.55  Statement  of  compliance. 

518.56  Submission  of  publications  for  print¬ 

ing. 

518.57  Incorporation  by  reference. 

Information  To  Be  Published  in  the 
Federal  Register 

518%8  General. 

518.59  Information  to  be  published. 

518.60  Exceptions. 

518.61  Procedures. 

518.62  EfiFect  of  not  publishing. 

Inviting  Public  Comment  and  Submission 
OF  Petitions 

518.63  General. 

518.64  Applicability. 

518.65  Procedure  when  proposing  rules. 

618.66  Consideration  of  public  comment. 

518.67  Procedure  when  publishing  adopted 

rules. 

518.68  Submission  of  petitions. 

518.69  Cases  in  which  public  comment  Is 

Impractical. 

Authoritt:  Sec.  3012,  70A  Stat.  167  (10 
UB.C.  3012);  sec.  3,  60  Stat.  238  (6  UB.C. 
552) ,  unless  otherwise  noted. 

2.  A  new  Subpart  B  is  added  as  fol¬ 
lows: 

Subpart  B — Publication  of  Rules  Affecting 
the  PuNic 

General 

§  518.51  Purpose. 

This  regulation  prescribes  procedures 
and  responsibilities  for  publishing  cer¬ 
tain  Department  of  the  Army  policies, 
practices  and  procedures  in  the  Federal 
Register  as  required  by  statute,  and  for 
inviting  public  comment  thereon,  as  ap¬ 
propriate.  This  regulation  implements 
a  portion  of  the  Freedom  of  Informa¬ 
tion  Act,  5  U.S.C.  552(a)(1).  and  DoD 


Directive  5400.9,  December  23,  1974  (32 
C:fr  Part  296,  40  FR  4911) . 

§  518.52  Explanation  of  terms. 

(a)  Rule.  The  whole  or  a  part  of  any 
Department  of  the  Army  Statement 
(regulation,  circular,  directive,  or  other 
media)  of  general  or  particular  appli¬ 
cability  and  future  effect,  which  is  de¬ 
signed  to  implement,  interpret,  or  pre¬ 
scribe  law  or  policy  or  which  describes 
the  organization,  procedure,  or  practice 
of  the  Army.  See  5  U.S.C.  551(4) . 

(b)  Federal  Register.  A  document 
published  daily,  Monday  through  Fri¬ 
day  (except  holidays),  by  the  OfiBce  of 
the  Federal  Register,  National  Archives 
and  Records  Service,  General  Service 
Administration  (GSA)  to  inform  the 
public  about  the  regulations  of  the  ex¬ 
ecutive  branch  and  Independent  admin¬ 
istrative  agencies  of  the  UJS.  Govern¬ 
ment.  The  Federal  Register  includes 
Presidential  proclamations.  Executive 
orders.  Federal  agency  documents  hav¬ 
ing  general  applicability  and  legal  effect 
or  affecting  the  public,  and  documents 
required  to  be  published  by  Act  of  Con¬ 
gress. 

(c)  Code  of  Federal  Regulations.  A 
document  published  by  GSA  which  con¬ 
tains  a  codification  of  the  general  and 
permanent  rules  published  in  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Register  by  the  executive  depart¬ 
ments  and  executive  agencies  of  the 
Federal  Government.  It  consists  of  120 
volumes,  divided  into  50  titles.  Ettch 
title  represents  a  broad  area  that  is 
subject  to  Federal  regulation.  Army 
documents  are  published  in  Title  32, 
National  Defense,  and  in  Title  33,  Navi¬ 
gation  and  Navigable  Waters.  (The  Fed¬ 
eral  Register  and  the  Code  of  Federal 
Regulations  must  be  used  together  to 
determine  the  latest  version  of  any 
given  rule.) 

§  518.53  RrspoiDtibilities. 

(a)  The  Adjutant  (General  (TAG)  is 
responsible  for  policies  concerning  Army 
announcements,  rules,  and  proposed 
rules  published  in  the  Federal  Register, 
and  for  ensuring  Army  compliance  with 
this  regulation.  TAG  will  assist  the  of¬ 
ficials  listed  in  Table  1  in  the  perform¬ 
ance  of  their  responsibilities.  TAG  will 
represent  the  Army  in  submitting  to  the 
OflBce  of  the  Federal  Register  any  matter 
published  in  accordance  with  this  regu¬ 
lation. 

(b)  The  officials  listed  in  Table  1  (here- 
dnafter  referred  to  as  proponents)  are 
responsible  for  determining  whether  any 
rule  originated  in  their  areas  of  Jurisdic¬ 
tion  falls  within  the  purview  of  §  518.64, 
and  for  taking  all  actions  specified  in 
§9  518.65  through  518.69.  TTiey  are  also 
responsible  for  determining  which  mat¬ 
ters  within  their  areas  of  jurisdiction 
must  be  published  in  accordance  with 
§  518.59  and  for  submission  actions  spec¬ 
ified  in  9  518.61. 

(c)  Legal  officers  and  staff  judge  ad¬ 
vocates  supporting  the  proponents  wffl 
provide  legal  advice  and  assistance  in 
connection  with  proponent  responsibil¬ 
ities  contained  herein. 
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Rulemakiho  Pboponimts 


§  518.57  Incorporalkm  bj  reference. 


Official 

Adminlstmtlv*  Aa- 
slstaat  to  tho 
Secretory  of  tlie 
Army _ 

Director  at  tiie 
Army  staff _ 

Reed  of  each  Army 
staff  agency _ 


Commander,  MA 
COM . 


The  Adjutant  OeU' 
eral  _ 


Area  o/  jxtriadiction 
Office  of  the  Secretary 
of  the  Army. 


Elements,  Office  of  the 
Chief  of  Staff,  VS. 
Army. 

Headquarters  of  the 
agency  and  Its  field 
operating  and  staff 
support  agencies. 

Headquartera  of  lAA 
COM  and  all  subor¬ 
dinate  Installations, 
activities  and  units. 

All  other  Army  rie- 
ments. 


Tabu  1 


§  518.54  Designation  of  Rulemaking 
Coordinators. 

1716  officials  listed  In  Table  1  win  deslg* 
nate  Rulemaking  Coordinators  to  per¬ 
form  the  duties  listed  In  paragn^ihs  (a) 
through  (d)  of  this  section  for  their 
areas  of  functional  responsibility.  At  the 
time  of  designation.  The  Adjutant  Gen¬ 
eral  (DAAG^AMR-R)  wlU  be  Informed 
of  Uie  name  and  telepdione  number  of  the 
designated  Individual.  ITie  designee  wlU 
perform  the  foUowlng  duties: 

(a)  Editorial  review  of  aU  rules,  no¬ 
tices,  and  highlight  statements  required 
to  be  published  In  the  Federal  Recister. 

(b)  Transmitting  material  to  TAG  and 
providing  TAG  with  the  name,  office 
symbol,  and  telephone  number  of  the  ac¬ 
tion  officer  for  each  rule  or  general  notice 
for  inclusifm  In  tiie  Federal  Rboister. 

(c)  Coordinating  with  Publlcatlcm 
Control  Officers  to  ensure  sulMnlsskm  of 
Statements  of  Compliance  required  by 
!  518.55. 

(d)  Notifying  HQDA  (DAAG-AMR- 
R),  WASH  DC  20314,  when  a  regulaUon 
published  In  the  Federal  RscisTEa  be¬ 
comes  obsolete  or  Is  superseded  by  an¬ 
other  regulation. 

§  518.55  Statement  of  complianee. 

In  order  to  ensure  compliance  with  the 
regulation,  no  rule  will  be  Issued  unless 
there  is  on  file  with  Ihe  Adjutant  Gen¬ 
eral  (DAAG-AMR-R)  a  statemoit  to  the 
effect  that  It  has  been  evaluated  In  terms 
of  this  regulation.  If  the  pre^nent  de¬ 
termines  that  the  provisions  of  this  reg¬ 
ulation  are  lna];H>llcabre,  such  determina¬ 
tion  shall  be  explained  in  the  statement. 

§  518.56  Submission  of  publications  for 
printing. 


(a)  With  the  approval  of  the  Director 
of  the  Federal  Register,  the  requirements 
for  publication  in  the  Federal  Recistbr 
may  be  satisfied  by  reference  in  It  to 
other  publicatlcms.  provided  they  are 
reasonably  available  to  the  class  of  per- 
sems  affected  and  contain  the  Informa¬ 
tion  which  must  otherwise  be  published. 
For  example.  It  can  be  purchased  from 
the  Superintendent  of  Documents,  Gov¬ 
ernment  Printing  Office  or  GPO  book¬ 
stores  at  a  reasonable  cost,  or  Its  avail¬ 
able  for  review  at  Army  Installations,  or 
depository  libraries.  Therefore,  before  a 
document  can  be  incorporated  by  refer¬ 
ence.  the  proponent  must  determine  that 
It  Is  available  to  the  public.  See  5  UH.C. 
552(a)(1):  1  CFR  Part  51;  37  23614  (4 
Nov  1972). 

(b)  Incorporatkm  by  reference  Is  not 
acceptable  as  a  complete  substitute  for 
pimnulgatlng  in  full  the  material  re¬ 
quired  to  be  published.  It  may,  however, 
be  utilized  to  avoid  imnecessary  repeti¬ 
tion  of  published  Informatlcm  already 
reasonably  available  to  the  class  oi  per¬ 
sons  affected.  Examples  Include: 

(1)  Construction  standards  Issued  by  a 
professional  assoclatlcm  of  architects, 
engineers,  or  builders. 

(2)  Codes  of  ethics  Issued  by  profes¬ 
sional  organlzatlcms,  and, 

(3)  Forms  and  formats  publicly  or  pri¬ 
vately  published  and  readily  available  to 
the  persons  required  to  use  them. 

(c)  Proposals  for  Incorporation  by  ref¬ 
erence  win  be  submlUed  to  HQDA 
(DAAG-AMRr-R).  WASH  DC  20314  by 
letter  giving  an  Identification  and  sub¬ 
ject  description  of  the  document,  state¬ 
ment  of  availability.  Indicating  docu¬ 
ment  win  be  reasonably  available  to 
the  class  of  persons  affected,  where 
and  how  copies  may  be  purchased  or  ex¬ 
amined,  and  Justification  for  the  require¬ 
ment  to  Incorporate  by  reference.  The 
request  will  be  submitted  to  TAG  at  least 
20  wm-klng  days  before  the  proposed 
date  for  submlsslcm  of  the  lnc<Mix>ratl(m 
by  reference  notice  for  the  Federal  Reg- 

(d)  TAG  will  ccmsult  with  the  Direc¬ 
tor,  Office  oi  the  Federal  Register  (OFR) 
concerning  each  specific  request  and  win 
notify  the  proponent  of  the  outcome  of 
the  consultatl(m. 

(e)  If  the  Director.  OFR  agrees  to  the 
proposal  for  Incorporation  by  reference, 
a  general  notice  wiU  be  submitted  to 
HQDA  (DAACKAMR-R) ,  WASH  DC 
20314. 


When  Army-wide  publications  or  di¬ 
rectives  are  transmltt^  to  The  Adjutant 
C3teneral  (DAAG-PAP)  for  publication, 
the  DA  Form  260  (Request  for  Printing 
of  Publication)  or  other  transmittal 
paper  will  contain  a  statement  that  the 
directive  has  been  processed  for  publica¬ 
tion  in  the  Federal  Register  or  that  It 
falls  within  the  exepipted  category. 
DAAG-PAP  win  not  publish  any  rule  un¬ 
less  this  statement  Is  on  DA  Form  260. 
A  copy  of  DA  Form  260  may  be  submitted 
to  DAAO-AMR-R  In  lieu  of  the  state¬ 
ment  required  by  f  518.55. 


INTORHATION  TO  BE  PUBLISHED  IN  THX 

Federal  Register 
§518.58  CcneiU. 

The  Freedom  ctf  Information  Act,  5 
nS.C.  552(a) ,  requires  that  certain  pedi¬ 
cles,  practices,  procedures,  and  other  In¬ 
formation  concerning  the  Department  of 
the  Army  be  published  In  the  Federal 
Register  for  the  guidance  of  the  public. 
In  general,  this  Information  explains 
where,  how,  and  by  what  authority  the 
Army  performs  any  of  its  functions  that 
affect  the  public.  The  f<dlowlng  sections 
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describe  that  information  and  the  effect 
of  falling  to  publish  It. 

§  518.59  Information  to  be  published. 

In  deciding  which  Information  to  pub¬ 
lish,  consideration  shall  be  given  to  the 
fundamental  objective  of  Informing  all 
Interested  persons  of  how  to  deal  effec¬ 
tively  with  the  Department  of  the  Army. 
Information  to  be  ciurenUy  published 
will  Include: 

(a)  Descriptions  of  the  Army’s  central 
and  field  organization  suid  the  estab¬ 
lished  places  at  which,  the  officers  from 
vdiom.  and  the  methods  whereby  the 
public  may  obtain  informaticxi,  make 
submittals  or  requests,  or  obtain  deci¬ 
sions; 

(b)  The  procedures  by  which  the  Army 
cimducts  Its  business  with  the  public, 
both  formally  and  Informally; 

(c)  Rules  oi  procedure,  descriptions  of 
forms  available  or  the  places  at  which 
forms  may  be  obtained,  and  instructions 
as  to  the  scope  and  contents  of  all 
papers,  reports,  or  examinations; 

(d)  Substantive  rules  of  applicability 
to  the  public  adopted  as  authorized  by 
law.  and  statements  of  general  p<dlcy  or 
Interpretations  of  general  applicability 
formulated  and  adopted  by  the  Army; 
and 

(e)  Each  amendment,  revision,  or  re¬ 
peal  of  the  foregoing. 

8  518.60  Exceptions. 

It  Is  not  necessary  to  publish  in  the 
Federal  Register  any  Information  which 
comes  within  one  or  more  of  the  exenu)- 
tlons  to  the  Freedom  of  Information  Act. 
5  UH.C.  552  (b) ,  as  Implemented  by  para- 
gnuA  2-12,  AR  34(V-17. 

8  518.61  Procedures. 

An  matters  to  be  published  In  accord¬ 
ance  with  9  518.59  win  be  submitted  to 
The  Adjutant  Gffiieral  (DAAG-AMR-R) , 
WASH  DC  20314,  In  the  proper  foir  at 
prescribed  tat  I  518.65. 

8  518.62  Effect  of  not  publishing. 

Except  to  the  extent  that  a  person  has 
actual  and  timely  notice  of  the  terms 
thereof,  a  pers(m  may  not  in  any  manner 
be  required  to  resort  to,  comply  with,  or 
be  adverse  affected  by.  a  matter  re¬ 
quired  to  be  published  In  the  Federal 
Recistex  and  not  so  published. 

iNvimio  Public  Comment  on  Certain 

Proposed  Rules  and  Submission  or 

Petitions 

§  518.63  General. 

Public  comment  must  be  sought  on  cer¬ 
tain  of  those  proposed  rules  which  are 
required  to  be  published  in  accordance 
with  9  518.59.  The  following  sections  set 
f<Mth  the  criteria  and  procedures  for  In¬ 
viting  public  ccxnment  before  publica¬ 
tion. 

§  518.6^1  .Applieabilily. 

(a)  These  provisions  apply  only  to 
those  Department  of  the  Army  rules  or 
portions  there<ff  which: 

(1)  Are  promulgated  after  the  effec¬ 
tive  date  of  this  regulation;  and 
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(2)  Must  be  published  In  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Register  in  accordance  with  S  518.- 
59;  and 

(3)  Have  a  substantial  and  direct  im¬ 
pact  on  the  public  or  any  significant 
portion  of  the  pubUc;  and 

(4)  Do  not  merely  implement  a  rule 
already  adopted  by  a  higher  element 
within  the  Department  of  the  Army  or 
by  the  Department  of  Defense. 

(b)  Subject  to  the  policy  in  paragraph 

(a)  of  this  section  and  unless  otherwise 
required  by  law,  the  requirement  to  In¬ 
vite  advance  public  comment  on  pro¬ 
posed  rules  does  not  apply  to  those  i^es 
or  portions  thereof  which: 

(1)  Do  not  come  within  tlie  purview 
of  paragraph  (a)  of  this  section;  or 

(2)  Involve  any  matter  pertaining  to 
a  military  or  foreign  affairs  fimction  of 
the  United  States  which  has  been  deter¬ 
mined  under  the  criteria  of  an  Executive 
Order  or  statute  to  require  a  security 
classification  in  the  Interests  of  nationid 
defense  or  foreign  policy;  or 

(3)  Involve  any  matter  relating  to  De¬ 
partment  of  the  Army  management,  per¬ 
sonnel,  or  public  contrasts,  e.g..  Armed 
Services  Procurement  Regulation,  in¬ 
cluding  nonappropriated  fund  contracts; 
or 

(4)  Constitute  interpretative  rules, 
general  statements  of  policy  or  rules  of 
organization,  procedure  or  practice;  or 

t5)  The  proponent  of  the  rule  deter¬ 
mines  for  good  cause  that  inviting  public 
comment  would  be  impracticable,  unnec- 
^sary,  or  contrary  to  the  pubUc  interest. 
Inis  provision  will  not  be  utilized  as  a 
convenience  to  avoid  the  delays  inherent 
in  obtaining  and  evaluating  prior  pub¬ 
lic  comment.  See  also  §  518.69. 

§  518.65  Prori'durr  |)r;»no-i!i«; 

rulo. 

(a)  A  proposed  rule  to  which  this  sec¬ 
tion  applies  will  be  published  along  with 
a  preamble,  in  the  Proposed  Rules  Sec¬ 
tion  of  the  Federal  Register.  Public 
comment  will  be  invited  within  a  desig¬ 
nated  time,  at  least  30  days  prior  to  the 
Intended  adoption  of  the  proposed  rule. 

(b)  The  proposed  rule  and  preamble 
will  be  prepared  for  publication  by  the 
proponent  of  the  rule.  Preparation  will 
be  in  accordance  with  guidance  contained 
in  Federal  Register  Handbook  on  Docu¬ 
ment  Drafting. 

(c)  Rulemaking  proponents  will  sub¬ 
mit  the  original  and  three  copies  of  the 
proposed  rules  and  preamble,  in  the 
proper  format,  to  HQDA  (DAAG-AMR- 
R) .  WASH  DC  20314.  The  Adjutant  Gen¬ 
eral  will  prepare  the  required  certifica¬ 
tion  and  submit  the  documents  to  the 
Office  of  the  Federal  Register  for  publi¬ 
cation  as  a  notice  of  proposed  rulemak¬ 
ing. 

§  518.66  Consideration  of  public  com¬ 
ment. 

^a  Following  publication  of  a  notice 
of  proposed  rulemaking,  all  interested 
persons  will  be  given  an  opportunity  to 
participate  in  the  rulemaking  through 
the  submission  of  written  data,  views 
and  arguments  to  the  proponent  of  the 
proposed  rulemaking  concerned. 


(b)  If  the  proponent  of  the  rule  de¬ 
termines  that  it  is  in  the  public  interest, 
a  hearhig  or  other  oi^rtunity  for  oral 
presentation  of  view  may  be  allowed  as 
a  means  of  facilitating  public  comment. 
Informal  consultation  by  telephone  or 
otherwise  may  also  be  utilized  to  facili¬ 
tate  presentation  of  oral  comments  by 
interested  persons.  All  hearings  or  other 
oral  presentations  will  be  conducted  by 
the  proponent  of  the  rule  in  a  manner 
prescribed  by  him.  A  hearing  file  shall 
be  established  for  each  hearing.  The 
hearing  file  shall  include  any  public 
notices  issued,  the  request  for  the  hear¬ 
ing,  any  data  or  material  submitted  in 
justification  thereof,  materials  submitted 
in  opposition  to  the  proposed  action,  the 
hearing  transcript,  and  any  other  ma¬ 
terial  as  may  be  relevant  dr  pertinent  to 
the  subject  matter  of  the  hearing. 

(c)  There  is  no  requirement  to  re¬ 
spond  either  orally  or  in  writing,  indi¬ 
vidually  to  any  person  who  submits  com¬ 
ments  with  respect  to  a  proposed  rule. 
The  proponent  of  the  rule,  however,  may 
do  so  as  a  matter  within  his  discretion. 

§  .>18.67  Procedure  >«hen  publi^^hiiig 
adopted  rules. 

»a)  After  careful  consideration  of  all 
relevant  material  submitted,  the  pro¬ 
ponent  of  the  rule  will  make  such  re¬ 
visions  in  the  proposed  rule  as  appear 
necessary  in  light  of  the  comments  re¬ 
ceived. 

<  b »  The  proponent  will  also  prepare  a 
preamble  for  publication  with  the 
adopted  rule.  The  proponent  shall  dis¬ 
cuss  in  tlie  preamble  the  comments  re¬ 
ceived  in  response  to  the  proposed  rule 
and  the  decision  to  accept  or  reject  the 
comments  in  revisions  to  the  proposed 
rule.  Pi'eparation  will  be  in  accordance 
with  guidance  contained  in  the  Federal 
Register  Handbook  on  Document  Draft¬ 
ing. 

(c>  The  original  and  three  copies  of 
the  preamble  and  revised  rule  will  be 
forwarded  to  HQDA  (DAAG-AMR^R), 
WASH  DC  20314  in  the  proper’ format. 
The  Adjutant  General  will  then  prepare 
the  required  certification  and  submit  the 
documents  to  the  Office  of  the  Federal 
Register  for  publication  in  the  form  of 
an  adopted  rule. 

§  .518.68  Submission  of  petitions. 

Each  proponent  of  a  rule  will  grant 
to  any  interested  person  the  right  to  sub¬ 
mit  a  written  petition  calling  for  the  is¬ 
suance,  amendment,  or  repeal  of  any 
rule  to  which  §§  518.64  through  518.67 
applies  or  would  apply  if  issued,  as  speci¬ 
fied  in  §  518.64.  Any  such  petition  will  be 
given  full  and  prompt  consideration  by 
the  proponent.  If  compatible  with  the 
orderly  conduct  of  public  business,  the 
appropriate  official  may,  at  his  descre- 
tion,  allow  the  petitioner  to  appear  in 
person  for  the  purpose  of  supporting  this 
petition.  After  consideration  of  all  rel¬ 
evant  matters  by  the  pn^ionent,  the 
petitioner  will  be  advised  in  writing  by 
the  proponent  of  the  disposition  of  any 
petition,  together  with  the  reasons  sup¬ 
porting  that  disposition,  nils  provision 
does  not  apply  to  comments  submitted 
on  proposed  rules  in  §  518.66. 


§  518.69  Cast's  in  H-bifli  public  comniont 
is  impractical. 

(a)  Whenever  a  rulemaking  propo¬ 
nent  determines  for  good  cause  that  in¬ 
viting  public  comment  regarding  a  pro¬ 
posed  rule  would  be  impractical,  un¬ 
necessary,  or  contrary  to  the  public  in¬ 
terest,  he  will  prepare  a  brief  statement 
of  the  reasons  supporting  this  determi¬ 
nation  for  incorporation  in  the  preamble 
to  the  adopted  rule.  The  preamble  and 
adopted  rule  will  then  be  published  in  the 
form  outlined  in  §  518.67  (b)  and  (c). 

(b)  Alternatively,  the  proponent  may 
request  Ihe  Adjutant  General  (DAAG- 
AMR-R)  (by  letter  or  disposition  form, 
as  appropriate)  to  adopt  and  publish  in 
the  Federal  Register  a  separate  rule 
exempting  from  the  prepublication  no¬ 
tice  provisions  of  this  regdilation  those 
specific  categories  of  rules  which  the 
rulemaking  proponent  has  determined 
that  public  comment  would  be  imneces- 
sary,  impractical,  or  contrary  to  the 
public  interest.  The  request  to  The  Ad¬ 
jutant  General  will  contain  an  explana¬ 
tion  of  the  reasons  why  the  proponent 
believes  that  a  particular  category  of 
rule  or  rules  should  not  be  published  in 
proposed  form  for  public  comment.  If 
The  Adjutant  General  agrees  that  pub¬ 
lic  comment  should  not  be  invited  with 
respect  to  the  cited  category,  he  will 
adopt  and  publish  a  separate  rule  in  the 
Federal  Register  exempting  such  rule 
or  rules  from  the  requirements  of  this 
regulation.  This  separate  rule  will  in¬ 
clude  an  explanation  of  the  basis  for 
exempting  each  particular  category  from 
the  provisions  of  this  regulation. 
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ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION 
AGENCY 
[  40  CFR  Part  52  ] 

|PRL  703-6] 

REVISION  TO  GREAT  BASIN  UNIFIED  AIR 
POLLUTION  CONTROL  DISTRICT’S 
RULES  AND  REGULATIONS  FOR  AL¬ 
PINE,  INYO,  AND  MONO  COUNTIES  IN 
THE  STATE  OF  CALIFORNIA 

Approval  and  Promulgation  of 
Implementation  Hans 

On  July  25,  1973,  the  Air  Resources 
Board  of  the  State  of  California  sub¬ 
mitted  revised  Rules  and  Regulations  of 
the  Alpine  County,  Inyo  County,  and 
Mono  Coimty  Air  Pollution  Control  Dis¬ 
tricts  (APCD)  as  revisions  to  the  Cali¬ 
fornia  State  Implementation  Plan 
(SIP). 

On  July  1.  1974,  Alpine  County,  Inyo 
Coimty,  and  Mono  Coimty  Joined 
together  to  form  the  Great  Basin  Uni¬ 
fied  Air  Pollution  Control  District. 

On  January  10,  1975  and  April  21, 
1976,  the  Air  Resources  Board  of  the 
State  of  California  submitted  revised 
Rules  uid  Relations  of  the  Great 
Basin  Unified  Air  Pollution  Control  Dis¬ 
trict.  Because  the  July  25,  1973  and 
January  10,  1975  submissions  are  super¬ 
seded  by  the  April  21,  1976  submission, 
only  the  latter  submission  will  be  ad¬ 
dressed  in  this  notice. 
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Regulation  vn,  submitted  on  April  21, 
1976,  dealing  with  the  Air  Pollution 
Emergency  Contingency  Plan.  Is  not 
being  acted  upon  at  this  time  because  the 
Air  Resources  Board  has  Indicated  to 
EPA  that  a  revision  is  forthcoming  of 
all  local  agency  regulations  addressing 
the  emergency  episode  requirements. 
This  action  by  the  State  Is  In  response 
to  the  recent  approval  by  EPA  of  the 
State  of  California  Emergency  Episode 
Plan.  Tlie  State’s  plan  sets  forth  re¬ 
quirements  which  the  local  agencies’ 
plans  must  meet.  A  separate  Federal 
Register  notice  addressing  this  Issue 
will  be  published  after  the  submission  to 
EPA  of  the  local  agency  emergency  epi¬ 
sode  regulations  by  the  State. 

The  new  source  review  rules  (Regula¬ 
tion  II),  submitted  on  April  21,  1976 
were  acted  upon  In  a  separate  Federal 
Register  notice  dated  December  8,  1976 
(41  FR  53661). 

Regulation  IV.  Rule  403,  submitted  by 
the  Air  Resources  Board  on  April  21, 
1976,  which  concerns  malfunctions  Is  not 
being  acted  upon  In  this  notice,  but  will 
be  addressed  In  a  later  Federal  Rbgistbs 
notice  dealing  with  SIP  malfunction 
provisions. 

The  changes  contained  in  the  April  21, 
1976  submission  being  acted  upon  by  this 
package  include  the  following:  addition, 
revision,  and  deletion  of  certain  defini¬ 
tions;  addition  of  a  rule  requiring  sub¬ 
mission  of  compliance  schedules;  re¬ 
quirement  that  emission  data  be  made 
available  to  the  public;  addition  of  rules 
regarding  permit  fees;  deletion  of  the 
vehicular  source  exception  from  the  fu¬ 
gitive  dust  smd  nuisance  rules;  addition 
of  nitrogen  oxides  emission  limitations 
for  fuel  burning  equipment  and  other 
noncombustion  sources;  addition  and  re¬ 
vision  to  burning  rules;  addition  and  re¬ 
vision  to  rules  controlling  hydrocarbon 
emissions;  addition  of  rules  controlling 
orchard  heaters;  addition  and  revision 
to  procedures  before  the  hearing  board; 
addition  of  a  regulation  dealing  with  or¬ 
ders  for  abatement;  and  other  minor 
changes  of  a  procedural  nature. 

It  is  the  piupose  of  this  notice  to  with¬ 
draw  the  old  set  of  regulations  for  Al¬ 
pine,  Inyo,  and  Mono  Counties  and  re¬ 
place  them  with  the  April  21,  1976  sub¬ 
mission  for  the  Great  Basin  Valley  Uni¬ 
fied  APCD  as  part  of  the  applicable  SIP. 
TTierefore,  we  are  proposing  to  approve 
the  entire  set  of  regulations  Included  In 
the  April  21,  1976  submission,  with  the 
exception  of  the  regulations  concerning 
emergency  episode  and  malfunction 
which  are  being  acted  upon  In  separate 
Federal  Register  notices. 

Rule  215,  Public  Availability  of  Emis¬ 
sion  Data,  now  allows  emission  data  to 
be  made  available  to  the  public,  which  Is 
consistent  with  40  CFR  51.10(e) ;  there¬ 
fore,  It  is  proposed  rescind  the  dis¬ 
approval  notice  in  40  CFR  52.224(a)  for 
the  Great  Basin  Unified  APCD  and  the 
substitute  regulation  In  40  CFR  52.224 
(b). 

Pursuant  to  Section  110  of  the  Clean 
Air  Act  as  amended,  and  40  C7FR  Part  51, 
the  Administrator  is  required  to  approve 
or  disapprove  the  regulations  as  an  SIP 


revision  and,  therefore,  invites  public 
comment  cm  the  State’s  submission  and 
his  proposed  approval  or  disapproval. 

Copies  of  the  prc^josed  revision  are 
available  for  public  inspection  during 
normal  business  hours  at  the  following 
locations. 

Great  Basin  Unified  Air  Pollution  Control 
District,  873  NortnTiaaln  Street,  SiUte  213, 
Bishop.  CA  93514. 

California  Air  Resources  Board,  1709  11th 
Street.  Sacramento,  CA  95814. 
Enrlronmental  Protection  Agency.  Region 
IX.  100  California  Street.  San  Francisco, 
CA  94111. 

Public  Information  Reference  Unit,  Room 
Room  2922  (EPA  Ubrary),  401  M  Street 
SW.,  Washington,  DC  20480. 

Interested  persons  may  participate  in 
this  rulemaking  by  submitting  written 
comments  to  the  Regional  Administrator, 
Attention;  Air  and  Hazardous  Materials 
Division,  EPA,  Region  DC,  100  California 
Street,  San  Francisco,  CA  94111.  Rele¬ 
vant  comments  received  on  or  before 
April  25,  1977  will  be  considered.  Com¬ 
ments  received  will  be  available  for  in¬ 
spection  during  normal  working  hours  at 
the  Region  IX  office  and  the  EIPA  Public 
Information  Reference  Unit. 

This  notice  is  Issued  under  the  au¬ 
thority  of  Section  110  of  the  Clean  Air 
Act,  as  amended  (42  U.S.C.  1857c-5). 

Dated:  March  16, 1977. 

Frawk  M.  Covington, 
Acting  Regional  Administrator. 
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EDUCATIONAL  BROADCAST  STATIONS 

Commission  Policy  on  Noncommercial 
Nature 

Adopted:  March  2,  1977. 

Released:  March  15,  1977. 

In  the  matter  of  Commission  policy 
concerning  the  noncommercial  nature  of 
educatlcmal  broadcast  stations. 

1.  We  have  recently  issued  several  doc¬ 
uments  covering  various  aspects  of  edu¬ 
cational  broadcasting.'  In  this  proceed¬ 
ing  we  wish  to  inquire  as  to  various  ac¬ 
tivities  engaged  In  by  educational  sta¬ 
tions,  such  as  announcements  promoting 
the  sale  of  products  or  services,  under¬ 
writing  credits,  and  over-the-air  auc¬ 
tions.  We  last  gave  these  matters  an 
overview  in  1970.  Noncommercial  Educa¬ 
tional  Stations.  22  FCC  2d  903,  19  RR  2d 
1501,  reconsidered  granted  in  part,  26 

‘See  Ascertainment  of  Community  Prob¬ 
lems  by  Noncommercial  Educational  Broad¬ 
cast  Applicants.  Permittees,  and  Licensees, 
68  FCC  2d  526,  36  RB  2d  953  ( 1976) ;  Changes 
In  Rules  Relating  to  Noncommercial  Educa¬ 
tional  FM  Broadcast  Stations  (Docket  No. 
20735),  FCC  76-240,  released  AprU  19,  1976; 
and  Amendment  of  the  Commission’s  rules 
and  regulations  concerning  Program  Logs  tar 
Noncommercial  Educational  Broadcast  Sta¬ 
tions  (Docket  No.  20898)  released  December 
30,  1976. 


FCC  2d  339,  20  RR  2d  1602.  We  have 
since  had  the  opportunity  to  rule  on  spe¬ 
cific  practices  on  two  occasions  Educa¬ 
tional  Broadcasting  Corporation,  41  FCC 
2d  293,  27  RR  2d  995  (1973) ;  The  Ohio 
State  University.  FCC  76-701,  38  RR  2d 
22  (1976). 

2.  Our  desire  is  to  maintain  the  essen¬ 
tially  noncommercial  nature  of  educa¬ 
tional  broadcasting.  Related  matters  in¬ 
clude  the  right  of  the  public  to  know 
by  whom  it  is  being  persuaded  -  and  our 
awareness  of  the  difficulties  encountered 
by  educational  licensees  in  obtaining  fi¬ 
nancial  support  for  their  operations.  It 
is  hoped  that  the  comments  received  on 
the  various  matters  set  out' below  will  as¬ 
sist  us  in  accommodating  these  some¬ 
times  conflicting  Interests  and  provide 
clarification  for  the  benefit  of  educa¬ 
tional  stations  and  for  interested  parties 
concerned  about  the  service  provided  by 
those  stations. 

Announcements  Promoting  the  Sale  or 
A  Product  or  Service 

3.  ’The  pertinent  rules  ’  prohibit  the 
broadcast  of  announcements  promoting 
the  sale  of  a  product  or  service  of  educa¬ 
tional  stations.  We  nonetheless  receive 
complaints  frirni  time  to  time  that  edu¬ 
cational  stations  have  broadcast  hard¬ 
sell  advertising  pitches  for  products  or 
services.*  On  inquiry,  we  frequently  re¬ 
ceive  responses  Indicating  that  the  li¬ 
censee  believes  that  the  broadcast  of  such 
announcements  is  appropriate  because 
it  received  no  payment  for  their  broad¬ 
cast  and/or  because  the  announcements 
promoted  the  sale  of  products  or  services 
offered  by  or  for  the  benefit  of  nonprofit 
organizations.  Ihe  lack  of  payment  is 
not  determinative  under  the  rules.  If  the 
announcements  “promote”  the  sale  of  a 
service,  paid  for  or  not,  they  are  prtrfilb- 
ited.  We  also  find  unpersuasive  the  con¬ 
tention  that  announcements  for  non¬ 
profit  organizations  are  exempt  from  the 
rules.  Such  annoimcements  are  contrary 
to  our  policy  of  avoiding  “commercial 
clutter”  on  educational  statiems.  F^u-ther, 
many  nonprofit  organizations  (some  con¬ 
cert  or  theatrical  promoters,  for  exam¬ 
ple)  engage  In  out-and-out  commercial 
activity.  It  makes  little  sense  to  permit 
the  promo tiem  of  their  services  on  educa¬ 
tional  stations  while  prohibiting  an¬ 
nouncements  promoting  the  activities  of 
their  profit-making  counterparts. 

4.  On  the  other  hand,  an  educational 
licensee  may  determine  that  the  public 

*  See  Section  317  of  the  Communications 
Act  of  1934,  as  amended,  and  f  73.1212  of  the 
Commission’s  rules. 

(Section  73.503(d)  (FM)  and  S  73.621(e) 
(TV)  of  our  rules. 

*For  example:  I’m  Jim  Houston  of  the 
CTlereland  Browns  Inviting  you  to  the  second 
annual  Cleveland  Classic.  It’s  world  cham¬ 
pionship  tennis  right  here  In  Public  Hall. 
AprU  9th  through  15th.  I  may  be  a  football 
pro.  but  I  love  to  watch  the  great  pros  of 
tennis  like  Rosewall  and  Ashe  play  for  big 
stakes.  Tickets  from  $3.00  on  sale  at  Rich- 
mans.  Burrows,  Severance  Hall,  and  May¬ 
flower  Travel  In  Akron.  Call  283-7178  for  In¬ 
formation  about  the  great  Cleveland  Classic 
for  the  benefit  of  the  Cleveland  Orchestra. 
Don’t  miss  this  great  pro  tennis  action.  I 
think  It’s  the  second  best  game  In  town! 
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interest  would  be  served  by  advising  Its 
listeners  or  viewers  as  to  upc<xning  events 
in  the  community.  Many  stations  do 
broadcast  “community  bulletin  boards” 
or  similar  programs  or  announcements 
bi  iefly  describing  what  entertainment  or 
ciirtural  activities  are  available  in  the 
ai  ea.  We  have  no  problem  with  such  pro- 
giams  or  announcements.  'Hie  difficulty 
is  fsegregating  the  “bulletin  board”  an¬ 
nouncement  from  the  hard-sell  pitch. 
We  are  tentively  suggesting  a  jM-ohlbitlcm 
against  the  broadcast  of  announcements 
that  directly  promote  the  sale  of  prod¬ 
ucts  or  services,  but  permitting  the 
broadcast  of  Information  that  may  indi¬ 
rectly  prcmiote  their  sale.  In  a  different 
context,  a  similar  distinction  has  been 
followed  by  the  courts  and  by  us.  See 
New  York  State  Broadcasters  Association 
V.  U.S.,  414  F.  2d  990,  16  RR  2d  2179  (2d 
Clr.,  1969),  and  Broadcasters  of  Lottery 
Information,  21  FCC  2d  846,  18  RR  2d 
1915  (1970) .  Under  this  standard,  an  an- 
noxmcement  that  urged  attendance  and 
gave  ticket  prices  would  be  prohibited. 
On  the  other  hand,  brief  announcements 
would  be  permissible  If  limited  to  the 
dates,  locaticxi  and  time,  or  advising  how 
further  Information  might  be  obtained. 
We  recognize  that  such  a  standard  leaves 
room  for  some  licensee  discretion,  and 
that  we  may  be  called  upon  for  rulings 
as  to  its  applicability  in  specific  cases. 
However,  we  believe  that  this  standard 
would  provide  useful  guidance.  We  seek 
comments  on  this  matter,  including  re¬ 
finements  that  may  be  offered  or  substi¬ 
tute  standards: 

(1)  Should  the  prohibition  against  "an¬ 
nouncement  pixHnoting  the  sale  of  a  product 
or  service”  be  limited  to  those  announce¬ 
ments  that  directly  promote  such  sales? 

5.  The  above  standard  approaches  the 
problem  generally.  There  are  some 
specific  areas  that  deserve  additional 
ccHnment.  Many  educational  stations 
broadcast  courses  that  can  be  taken 
for  credit.  We  believe  that  such  prac¬ 
tices  are  entirely  in  keeping  with  pro¬ 
viding  an  education  bn^cast  service, 
even  though  the  payment  of  tuition 
is  the  “business”  of  the  institution.  How¬ 
ever,  announcements  of  upccnnlng 
courses  and  the  purchase  of  books  or  sup¬ 
plies  for  the  courses  should  be  governed 
by  our  policy  of  avoiding  “commercial 
clutter”  and  hard-sell  pitches  for  the 
sale  of  those  products.  We  have  also  re¬ 
ceived  inquiries  from  educational  broad¬ 
casters  or  their  attorneys  concerning  an¬ 
nouncements  distributed  by  federal  agen¬ 
cies  or  departments  that  may  urge  the 
purchase  of  documents  from  the  <3ovem- 
ment  Printing  Office.  Others  have  in¬ 
quired  as  to  whether  it  is  mi^ropriate  to 
sell  material  related  to  the  program,  such 
as  transcripts  of  public  affairs  programs. 
Finally,  we  have  received  inquiries  con¬ 
cerning  the  prc^riety  of  using  Identified 
credit  cards  as  a  part  of  the  staticm’s 
over-the-air  fimd-raising  activities.  The 
concern  expressed  Is  that  such  announce¬ 
ments  may  promote  the  sale  of  the  credit- 
card  service.  We  seek  comments  on  these 
matters. 


(2)  Notwithstanding  the  matters  raised  In 
**(1)”,  above,  should  a  different  standard  be 
applied  to: 

a.  course  offerings  of  vocational  schools, 
colleges  or  universities? 

b.  the  sale  of  govenunent  dociiments? 

c.  the  sale  of  material  related  to  the  con¬ 
tent  of  the  program? 

d.  the  over-the-air  mention  of  credit  cards 
In  connection  with  fund-raising  activities? 

(3)  If  so,  what  standard  should  apply? 

6.  It  has  also  come  to  our  attenticm 
that  at  least  one  educational  station,  dur¬ 
ing  a  fund-raising  marathon,  set  up  a 
remote  origination  point  at  a  downtown 
store,  and  then  urged  listeners  to  come 
to  the  store,  giving  the  location.  It  seems 
to  us  that  such  announcements  directly 
promote  that  particular  business  and  are 
inappropriate  for  a  station  limited  to 
providing  a  noncommercial  broadcast 
service.  However,  the  licensee  contended 
that  the  practice  gave  the  station  extra 
“visibility”  during  its  marathon,  which 
may  have  helped  its  fund-raising  efforts. 
Although  our  initial  reaction  is  negative, 
we  seek  comments  in  light  of  the  possible 
economic  Impact  on  licensees  ^at  may 
regularly  be  engaging  in  this  practice.* 

(4)  If  a  licensee  originates  programming 
temporarily  at  a  commercial  enterprise, 
should  It  be  able  to  urge  listeners  or  viewers 
to  visit  the  store,  or  to  mention  the  location 
of  the  origination  point? 

(5)  If  BO,  should  such  announcements  be 
limited  to  fund-raising  drives  or  subject  to 
other  conditions? 

7.  We  have  also  received  Inquiries  con¬ 
cerning  the  use  of  prizes  on  Vocational 
stations.  These  inquiries  fall  into  two 
categories.  The  first  is  the  use  of  prizes 
as  an  Inducement  to  make  larger  Vna- 
tions.  Thus,  some  stations  will  offer  a 
certain  bo<^  to  anyone  donating  more 
than  a  specified  amount.  Our  experience 
has  been  that  such  announcements  have 
been  limited  to  fund-raising  purposes, 
and  references  to  the  product  are  rea¬ 
sonably  related  to  a  description  of  its 
value  as.  a  “prize.”  We  find  no  abuse  in 
these  practices,  but  will  look  at  any  com¬ 
ments  indicating  that  abuses  have  oc¬ 
curred.  If  so.  the  establishment  of  guide¬ 
lines  may  be  appropriate.  ITie  second  cat¬ 
egory  is  the  use  of  prizes  in  contests,  usu¬ 
ally  to  promote  listenershlp  but  not  part 
of  a  fundraising  program.*  Those  ex¬ 
amples  we  are  aware  of  have  been  small 
priVs  such  as  free  meals  or  snacks  at  an 
identified  restaurant,  or  similar  prizes 
requiring  the  identity  of  the  donor  in 
order  to  describe  its  value  as  a  prize.  In 
o\ir  view,  this  seems  to  be  an  exchange 
of  the  prize  for  a  mention  over  the  air, 
since  the  donation  of  the  i»1ze  appears 
to  be  contingent  on  the  over-the-air 
mention.  We  believe  that  a  prohibition 
or  some  guidelines  should  be  adopted  in 
this  area. 


*  Wo  believe  that  iirging  listeners  or  viewers 
to  visit  a  remote  origination  point  located 
within  an  area  where  an  entry  fee  is  required 
is  clearly  Inconsistent  with  our  present  rules 
and  policies. 

*  Some  educational  licensees  have  rejected 
such  proposals  as  being  inconsistent  with 
station  policy. 


(6)  If  identified  prizes  are  to  be  offered 
over  the  air,  what  guidelines  or  condi¬ 
tions,  if  any,  should  be  adopted? 

Underwriting  Announcements 

8.  The  notes  to  §S  73.503  and  73.621 
provide: 

Note  1:  Announcements  of  the  producing 
or  furnishing  of  programs,  or  the  provision  of 
funds  for  their  production,  may  be  made  no 
more  than  twice,  at  the  opening  and  at  the 
close  of  any  program,  except  that  where  a 
program  lasts  longer  than  1  hour  an  an¬ 
nouncement  may  be  made  at  hourly  Intervals 
during  the  program  If  the  last  such  an¬ 
nouncement  occurs  at  least  15  minutes  before 
the  announcement  at  the  close  of  the  pro¬ 
gram.  The  person  or  organization  furnishing 
or  producing  the  program,  or  providing  funds 
for  Its  production,  shall  be  Identified  by 
name  only,  except  that  in  the  case  of  a  com¬ 
mercial  company  having  bona  fide  operating 
divisions  or  subsidiaries  one  of  which  has  fur¬ 
nished  the  program  or  funds,  the  division  or 
subsidiary  may  be  mentioned  In  addition  to 
or  Instead  of  the  commercial  company.  No 
material  beyond  the  company  (or  division  or 
subsidiary)  name  shall  be  Included.  Upon 
request  tor  waiver  of  this  provision,  the  Com¬ 
mission  may  authorize  the  inclusion  of  brief 
additional  descriptive  material  only  when 
deemed  necessary  to  avoid  confusion  with 
another  company  having  the  same  or  a  sim¬ 
ilar  name.  No  mention  shall  be  made  of  any 
product  or  service  with  which  a  commercial 
enterprise  being  Identified  has  a  connection, 
except  to  the  extent  the  name  of  the  prod¬ 
uct  or  service  Is  the  same  as  that  of  the  en¬ 
terprise  (or  division  or  subsidiary)  and  Is  so 
Included.  A  repeat  broadcast  of  a  particular 
program  is  considered  a  separate  program  for 
the  purpose  of  this  note. 

Note  2:  Announcements  may  be  made  of 
general  contributions  of  a  substantial  nature 
which  make  possible  the  broadcast  of  pro¬ 
grams  for  part,  or  all,  of  the  day’s  schedule. 
Such  announcements  may  be  made  at  the 
opening  and  closing  of  the  day  or  segment. 
Including  all  of  those  persons  or  organiza¬ 
tions  whose  substantial  contributions  are 
making  possible  the  broadcast  day  or  seg¬ 
ment.  In  addition,  one  such  general  contrib¬ 
utor  may  be  Identified  once  during  each  hour 
of  the  day  or  segment.  The  provisions  of 
Note  1  of  this  section  as  to  permissible  con¬ 
tents  apply  to  announcements  under  this 
note. 

Two  points  should  be  noted  here  because 
there  appears  to  be  some  confusion.  First, 
the  identification  of  the  underwriter  “by 
name  only”  excludes  descriptive  infor¬ 
mation  as  to  the  kinds  and  nature  of 
products  or  services  offered  by  the  under¬ 
writer,  and  the  location  of  the  under¬ 
writer’s  place  of  business.  Noncommer¬ 
cial  Educational  Stations.  ^6  FCC  2d  339, 
341.  20  RR  2d  1602,  1605-6  (1970).  Sec¬ 
ondly,  in  cases  where  a  licensee  perceives 
the  possibility  of  confusion  of  the  under¬ 
writer  with  another  company,  the  li¬ 
censee  must  request  a  waiver  of  the 
“by-name-only”  requirement  from  the 
Commission.  It  is  not  free  to  determine 
when  the  addition  of  description  infor¬ 
mation  is  appropriate  or  the  content  of 
that  descriptive  material. 

9.  We  have  received  inquiries  as  what 
constitutes  a  bona  fide  operating  division 
or  subsidiary  within  the  meaning  of  the 
notes.  It  would  appecu-  that  a  case-by¬ 
case  approach  will  be  required  due  to 
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the  myriad  arrangements  that  can  be 
found  between  parent  and  subsidiary 
business  entities.  Factors  such  as  whether 
there  is  a  separate  corporate  charter,  the 
degree  of  overlap  of  the  officers  and  di¬ 
rectors  of  the  two  entities,  the  mainte¬ 
nance  of  separate  books,  and  whether 
the  subsidiary  includes  in  its  own  books 
a  separate  fund  for  advertising  or  public 
relations.  However,  we  shall  consider  any 
suggestions  that  mav  be  offered  in  pro¬ 
viding  guidelines  in  this  area. 

(7)  What  guidelines  should  be  used  In  de¬ 
termining  what  constitutes  a  bona  fide  oper¬ 
ating  division  or  subsidiary? 

10.  Under  the  notes,  an  underwriter  of 
a  program  may  be  identified  at  the  be¬ 
ginning  and  end  of  the  program.  We 
have  been  questioned  as  to  the  property 
of  making  the  two  announcements  at 
the  beginning  and  end  of  a  five-minute 
program.  We  are  tentatively  thinking 
of  modifying  the  rule  to  permit  only  one 
underwTiting  announcement  for  pro¬ 
grams  of  less  than  one-half  hour  dura¬ 
tion.  However,  before  instituting  a  rule 
making  proceeding  on  that  point,  we 
believe  it  appropriate  to  obtain  com¬ 
ments  as  to  the  impact,  if  any,  such  a 
proposal  might  have. 

(8)  What  impact  might  result  In  limiting 
underwriting  announcements  to  once  during 
any  program  of  less  than  one-half  hour 
duration? 

11.  The  notes  quoted  above  refer  to 
the  furnishing  of  programming  or  funds 
for  their  production.  However,  we  are 
aware  that  many  educational  licensees 
receive  gifts  in  kind;  e.g.,  studio  equip¬ 
ment.  carpeting,  records,  recording  tape, 
painting  and  other  maintenance  service. 
While  these  donations  do  not  constitute 
"funds”  for  the  production  of  program¬ 
ming.  they  clearly  free  other  funds  for 
programming  purposes.  We  have  some 
indication  that  in-kind  donations  pro¬ 
vide  substantial  assistance  to  some  edu¬ 
cational  licensees.  We  believe  that  the 
contributors  of  these  products  or  services 
should  be  treated  simflary  to  contribu¬ 
tors  of  programs  or  funds  for  their  pro¬ 
duction.  F\irther.  the  identification  of 
the  In-klnd  contributor  over  the  air  may 
assist  educational  licensees  in  gaining 
additional  support  for  their  operations. 
However,  the  existing  notes  do  not  place 
any  limits  on  the  broadcast  of  such  an¬ 
nouncements,  unlike  program  under¬ 
writing  announcements.  Thus,  we  seek 
to  balance  our  interest  in  encouraging 
economic  support  for  educational  broad¬ 
casting  with  our  concern  over  excess 
commercial-like  clutter. 

(9)  What  guidelines  should  be  adonted 
with  resoect  to  announcements  Identifying 
those  who  orovlde  aroods  or  services  to  educa¬ 
tional  broadcast  licensees  Instead  of  pro¬ 
grams  of  funds  for  their  production? 

Auctions 

12.  In  Noncommercial  Educational 
Stations,  above,  w'e  stated; 

A  feature  of  ETV  operation  In  many  cases 
Is  the  annual  "auction”,  lasting  usually  from 
three  davs  to  a  week.  Local  businesses,  foun¬ 
dations  and  Individuals  contribute  goods  or 
services  which  are  auctioned  on  the  air. 


Often,  the  broadcast  time  for  these  affairs  Is 
underwritten  by  a  company  or  group  of  com¬ 
panies.  e.g.,  one  for  each  day,  and  the  station 
gives  frequent  exposure  to  their  products  as 
di.splayed  in  the  auction  area  or  to  a  visual 
Image  of  the  name  or  product,  as  well  as 
credit  announcements.  NAEB  states  that 
these  are  highly  Important  activities,  both  in 
Increasing  the  station's  contact  with  the 
community  (and  getting  additional  subscrib¬ 
ers)  and  In  obtaining  money.  It  Is  stated  that 
during  the  year  from  July  1968  through  June 
1969.  24  ETV  stations  held  auctions,  with  a 
total  net  Income  of  nearly  $2,000,000  and  a 
median  net  income  of  about  $80,000.  It  Is 
urged  that  these  evsential  annual  events  must 
be  specifically  excepted  from  the  restrictions 
of  the  rules. 

We  agree  with  NAEB  that  these  activities, 
still  highly  important  in  the  financing  of  a 
number  of  ETV  operations,  should  be  treated 
somewhat  more  liberally  than  educational 
broadcasting  generally,  and  accordingly  a 
special  Note  to  the  educational  PM  and  ETV 
rules  will  govern  them  These  Notes  provide, 
essentially,  that  for  "auction"  periods,  the 
regular  rules  do  not  apply  to  the  “auction" 
broadcasts.  No  quantitative  limit  Is  placed  on 
aural  "credits"  giving  the  name  of  the  under¬ 
writer  (and  division  or  brief  description  If 
appropriate),  or  on  visual  exposure  of  Its 
name,  trademark  and  product  or  representa¬ 
tion  thereof,  if  displayed  within  the  auction 
area.  In  "credits"  during  auction  periods, 
while  they  may  Identify  particular  products 
or  services,  any  promotion  of  such  products 
or  services,  beyond  that  which  Is  required 
for  the  special  auction  purpose.  Is  Inappro¬ 
priate.  and  Is  prohibited. 

However,  while  we  are  relaxing  the  rules 
adopted  in  May  to  the  extent  Indicated,  we 
believe  It  al.so  appropriate  to  express  reserva¬ 
tions  about  the  public-interest  character  of 
these  practices.  Mention  and  praise  of  prod¬ 
ucts  and  services  to  this  extent  Ls  undoubt¬ 
edly  of  a  somewhat  "commercial"  nature, 
closely  akin  to  regular  advertising,  even 
though  It  takes  place  for  only  a  limited  time 
during  the  year  and  Is  for  a  highly  desirable 
purpo.se.  Moreover,  we  are  Inclined  to  ques¬ 
tion  whether  It  is  basically  In  the  public  In¬ 
terest  for  ETV  stations  to  devote  a  number 
of  da>'s  each  year  essentially  to  the  process 
of  promoting  products  and  services,  and  sell¬ 
ing  them  at  the  highest  possible  price.  We 
are  not  disposed  to  consider  any  further 
liberalization  of  the  rules  adopted  herein, 
and.  if  and  when  other  means  of  financing 
ETV  operation  become  better  established,  we 
Intended  to  re-examine  this  practice  to  see 
whether  auctions  should  be  permitted  any 
longer — at  least  In  the  present  form.  (26  FCC 
2d  at  343.  20  RR  2d  at  1607-8) 

As  a  result  of  the  concern  expressed  in 
the  quoted  material,  we  added  the  fol¬ 
lowing  note  to  Section  73.503: 

Note  4. — The  provisions  of  Notes  1  and  2  ^ 
of  this  section  shall  not  apply  during  the 
broadcast  times  In  which  “auctions”  are  held 
to  finance  station  operation.  Credit  an¬ 
nouncements  during  "auction”  broadcasts 
may  Identify  particular  products  or  services, 
but  shall  not  Include  promotion  of  such 
products  or  services  beyond  that  necessary 
for  the  specific  auction  purpose. 

Note  4  to  S  73.621  contains  the  above 
and  adds.  "Visual  exposure  may  be  given 
to  a  display  in  the  auction  area  including 
the  underwriter’s  name  and  trademark, 
and  product  or  service  or  representa¬ 
tion  thereof.” 


•  Quoted  above  In  paragraph  eight. 


13.  It  has  been  more  than  six  years 
since  we  stated  our  intention  to  review 
the  practice  of  conducting  auctions.  We 
believe  that  it  is  appropriate  to  do  so 
now’.  We  take  official  notice  of  the  pre¬ 
liminary  report  of  the  Corporation  for 
Public  Broadcasting.  “Summary  of  Fi¬ 
nancial  Report  of  Public  Television  and 
Radio  Licensee.”  CPB  Rer>ort.  Vol.  VH. 
No.  31,  October  25,  1976.  The  Report 
show’s  selected  information  as  to  ex¬ 
penditures  and  income,  including  auc¬ 
tion  income,  for  educational  television 
stations.*  Income  from  auctions  w’as 
$10,000,000  (4.02  percent  of  total  in¬ 
come)  in  fiscal  year  1975,  up  from 
$3,453,000  (3.45  percent)  in  1970.  These 
figures  demonstrate  that  auctions  were 
a  small  but  significant  source  of  Income. 
We  believe  in  light  of  this  information 
that  it  would  be  Inappropriate  for  us 
to  take  steps  to  eliminate  them  at  this 
time. 

14.  Nonetheless,  there  are  other  mat¬ 
ters  raised  in  connection  with  auctions 
that  we  believe  should  be  re-examined. 
Accordingly,  we  are  asking  for  informa¬ 
tion  concerning  the  number  of  times  per 
year  stations  hold  auctions,  the  number 
of  days  Involved,  and  the  format  of  the 
auction.  As  to  the  latter,  we  are  specifi¬ 
cally  interested  in  whether  stations  sus¬ 
pend  normal  programming  entirely  to 
conduct  the  auction,  or  whether  the  auc¬ 
tion  is  interspersed  with  normal  pro¬ 
gramming.  In  the  latter  case,  informa¬ 
tion  as  to  the  percent  of  the  broadcast 
day  devoted  to  auction  purposes  would 
be  helpful. 

15.  Present  policy  permits  an  entity  to 
“underw’rite”  a  day  of  the  auction.  That 
is.  in  exchange  for  the  payment  of 
money,  the  underwriter’s  uame  and/or 
trademark  can  be  visually  displayed  in 
the  auction  area  or  its  name  announced 
aurally.*  We  seek  information  as  to  the 
percent  of  auction  income  that  comes 
firmi  underwriters.  We  note  that  at  least 
one  licensee  has  been  defining  an  “un- 
derw’riter”  of  an  auction  to  include  those 
providing  goods  or  services  of  nominal 
value  (e.g.,  coffee  for  those  conducting 
the  auction  at  the  studio)  in  apparent 
exchange  for  a  plug  over  the  air.  If  we 
are  to  permit  continuation  of  auction 
underwriting,  it  would  appear  appro¬ 
priate  to  set  some  guidelines  as  to  what 
constitutes  an  underw’riter  for  the  pur¬ 
pose  of  the  rule.  In  keeping  with  the 
above,  we  seek  comments  or  information 
on  the  following; 

( 10)  How  many  times  per  year  are  auctions 
held  on  individual  stations?  How  many  days 
did  each  auction  last? 


■The  Report  was  ba.sed  on  157  stations. 
There  were  243  educational  television  sta¬ 
tions  on  the  air  at  the  end  of  fiscal  year  1975. 
Thus,  the  Reoort  covers  84  5  percent  of  the 
stations  on  the  air.  We  believe  that  we  can 
safely  make  a  determination  based  on  this 
relatively  large  samollng.  Moreover,  we  have 
no  basis  for  assuming  that  the  figures  ob¬ 
tained  would  not  generally  refiect  the  per¬ 
centage  of  income  for  all  educational 
stations. 

•These  underwriting  credits  are  In  addi¬ 
tion  to  those  credits  given  to  entitles  donat¬ 
ing  products  or  ser\’lces  for  the  auction. 
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(11)  During  auction  periods,  how  much 
of  the  broadcast  day  is  devoted  to  auction 
purposes? 

(12)  What  percentage  of  the  money  raised 
during  auctions  comes  from  underwriters 
of  the  auctions? 

(13)  What  standards  should  be  used  in 
defining  what  constitutes  an  underwriter? 

16.  In  the  Ohio  State  case,  above,  we 
denied  a  waiver  of  §  73.621  to  permit  the 
broadcast  of  an  auction  to  raise  funds 
for  an  entity  other  than  the  licensee. 
We  there  stated: 

We  believe  that  the  broadcast  of  such 
matter  is  inconsisent  with  the  noncommer¬ 
cial  nature  of  educational  broadcasting. 
While  we  agree  that  the  purpose  of  present¬ 
ing  the  proposed  auction  is  worthy,  educa¬ 
tional  stations  are  licensed  to  provide  a  non¬ 
commercial  broadcast  service,  not  to  serve 
as  a  fund-raising  operation  for  other  entities 
by  broadcasting  material  that  is  “akin  to 
regular  advertising.”  (38  RR  2d  at  24) 

We  seek  comments  on  this  ruling.  If 
such  actions  were  to  be  permitted,  they 
would  have  to  be  subject  to  limitations 
on  number  and  duration.  Further,  one 
licensee  has  raised  the  question  as  to 
what  course  should  be  followed  if  a  por¬ 
tion  of  the  proceeds  go  to  the  station 
and  the  remainder  to  another  entity. 
Accordingly,  we  ask  for  responses  to  the 
following: 

(14)  Should  educational  stations  be  per¬ 
mitted  to  conduct  auctions  for  the  benefit  of 
other  entities? 

(15)  If  so,  what  guidelines  should  be  ap¬ 
plied,  especially  as  to  number  or  duration 
of  the  auctions? 

(16)  Should  different  guidelines  be  used 
if  a  portion  of  the  proceeds  is  retained  by 
the  station?  If  so,  what  guidelines? 

“Marathons”  and  Membership  Drives 

17.  Many  educational  licensees  raise 
funds  by  means  other  than  auctions  in¬ 
cluding  “marathons”  and  membership 
drives.  So  that  we  can  be  fully  informed, 
we  are  seeking  information  as  to  the 
duration  and  frequency  of  such  activi¬ 
ties.  and,  during  their  course,  the  per¬ 
cent  of  the  broadcast  day  devoted  to 
them.  Unlike  auctions,  fund-raising 
drives  do  not,  in  our  experience,  contain 
matter  that  can  be  categorized  as  “akin 
to  regular  advertising.” ‘A  question  has 
been  raised,  therefore,  as  to  the  extent 
to  which  the  Ohio  State  ruling,  above, 
is  applicable  to  fund-raising  activities 
for  entities  other  than  the  licensee.  Ac¬ 
cordingly,  we  ask  comments  and  infor¬ 
mation  on  the  following: 

(17)  How  many  times  per  year  are  fund¬ 
raising  drives  conducted  on  Individual  sta¬ 
tions?  How  many  days  did  each  drive  last? 

(18)  Diu-ing  fund-arising  drives,  what 
percent  of  the  broadcast  day  is  devoted  to 
fund-raising  piu-poses?  (Estimates  would  be 
welcome  if  precise  information  is  not  avail¬ 
able.) 

(19)  What  guidelines,  if  any,  should  be 
applicable  to  such  fund-raising  activities? 

(20)  Should  the  Ohio  State  ruling  be  ap¬ 
plied  to  fund-raising  drives  for  entities  other 
than  the  license?  If  so,  what  guidrtines,  if 
any,  should  be  adopted? 

18.  Under  our  present  rules,  under¬ 
writers  of  auctions  to  raise  funds  may  be 
identified  over  the  air.  There  are  no  com- 
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parable  guidelines  for  those  entities  that 
may  provide  support  for  station  fund¬ 
raising  activities  other  than  auctions, 
such  as  membership  drives  or  fund¬ 
raising  “marathons.”  Accordingly,  we 
seek  comments  on  the  following: 

(21)  What  guidelines  should  be  adopted  as 
to  entitles  “underwriting”  fund-raising  acti¬ 
vities  other  than  auctions? 

(22)  What,  in  these  circumstances,  con¬ 
stitutes  an  underwriter? 

19.  Those  filing  comments  should  key 
their  responses  to  the  numbered  ques¬ 
tions.  However,  we  inend  this  inquiry  to 
be  a  first  step  in  reviewing  educational 
broadcasting.  If  there  are  other  areas  of 
interest  or  concern,  it  is  hoped  that  they 
will  be  brought  to  our  attention.  If  fur¬ 
ther  notices  of  inquiry  or  notices  of  pro¬ 
posed  rule  making  are  called  for  in  light 
of  the  response  to  this  inquiry,  they  will 
be  issued.  We  urge  educational  licensees, 
industry  associations,  charitable  founda¬ 
tions  supporting  educational  broadcast¬ 
ing,  citizens’  groups  and  any  other  in¬ 
terested  parties  to  make  know  their  con¬ 
cerns,  interests  and  problem  areas,  and 
to  contribute  relevant  information. 

20.  This  action  is  taken  pursuant  to 
Section  403  of  the  Communications  Act 
of  1934,  as  amended.  Interested  parties 
should  file  their  comments  no  later  than 
May  16,  1977.  An  original  and  five  copies 
of  each  response  .'should  be  filed.  Re¬ 
sponses  will  be  available  for  public  in¬ 
spection  during  regular  business  hours  in 
the  Commission’s  Public  Reference  Room 
at  its  headquarters  1919  M  Street,  in 
Washington,  D.C. 

Federal  Communications 
Commission, 

Vincent  J,  Mullins, 

Secretary. 

(PR  Doc.77-8801  Filed  3-‘23-77:  8:45  am] 
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Proposed  Modification  of  Low  Pass  Audio 
Filtering  Requirements  Applicable  to 
Certain  Digital  Transmission  Systems 

Adopted:  March  9, 1977. 

Released:  March  23, 1977. 

In  the  matter  of  amendment  of  parts 
89,  91.  93  and  95  (General  Mobile  Radio 
Service)  of  the  Commission’s  rules  and 
regulations  to  provide  for  the  use  of 
F3Y  emission  (digital  voice  modulation) 
in  secure  communications  systems  smd 
to  eliminate  the  low  pass  audio  filtering 
requirements  in  digital  voice,  automatic 
vehicle  monitoring  (AVM)  and  other 
high  bit  rate  digital  applications. 

1.  The  Commission  is  proposing  to 
amend  its  rules  governing  the  Public 
Safety,  Industrial.  Land  Transportation 
and  General  Mobile  Radio  Services  to 
modify  the  low  pass  audio  filtering  re¬ 
quirements  applicable  to  certain  digital 
transmission  systems  and  to  provide  for 
the  assignment  of  the  emission  classifica- 
tion  to  authorize  the  transmission  of 
digitized  voice  for  secure  or  “scrambled” 
communications  purposes. 


General  Considerations  Regarding 
The  Use  Of  Scramblers 

2.  Scrambling  is  the  arrangement  of 
information  in  accordance  with  a  pre¬ 
determined  pattern  or  code  known  only 
to  the  sender  and  the  receiver.  Its  pur¬ 
pose  is  to  prevent  unauthorized  intercep¬ 
tion  of  messages  where  communications 
security  is  important.  The  use  of  scram¬ 
bled  transmission  technif’ues  by  licens¬ 
ees  in  the  private  land  mobile  radio  serv¬ 
ices  has  been  permitted  bv  the  Commis¬ 
sion  as  a  matter  of  policy  for  some  time. 

Until  recently  hon'ever.  the  scrambling 
techniques  utilized  in  these  services  con¬ 
sisted  of  some  form  of  “analog  scram¬ 
bling”  such  as  frequency  inversion,  mask¬ 
ing,  or  band  splitting,  the  product  of 
which  was  still  recognizable  and  classifi¬ 
able  as  an  audio  waveform.  Such  emis¬ 
sions  fall  within  the  .scope  of  voice  emis¬ 
sions  F3  and  A3,  commonly  authorized  in 
the  private  land  mobile  radio  services, 
and  their  use  has  been  authorized  on  the 
same  basis  as  voice  communications,  ex¬ 
cept  that  the  required  transmission  of 
the  station  call  sign  has  had  to  be  in 
clear  voice. 

3.  The  transmission  of  “digitized” 

voice  is  another,  m^^re  recently  developed 
method  of  scrambling  messages  in  the 
private  land  mobile  radio  services.  ’The  ^ 

use  of  digital  techniques,  we  understand, 
enables  the  attainment  of  a  much  higher 
degree  of  security  than  has  hitherto  been 
obtainable  using  analog  methods.  In  digi¬ 
tal  voice  scrambling,  the  audio  signal  is  1 

“sampled”  at  a  “clocking  rate”  equal  to 

the  transmitted  “bit  rate”.  The  particu¬ 
lar  sequence  of  “bits”  varies  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  the  particular  modulation 
scheme  selected  to  represent  the  Innutted 
audio  signal.  The  radio  transmitter  is 
then  dlrectlv  modulated  (usually  by  fre¬ 
quency  shift  keying)  with  the  resultant  i 

“bit  stream”  (i.e.,  a  continuing  series  of 
“bits”  which  may  or  may  not  be  further 
encoded  or  scrambled,  used  to  charac¬ 
terize  the  voice  signal.  i 

4.  ’There  are  two  significant  points  to  i 

note  here.  First,  the  digital  signal  gener¬ 
ally  does  not  vary  in  terms  of  amplitude 

(as  does  a  voice  signal)  and  continues 
even  when  no  modulation  is  present.  (It 
would,  of  course,  cease  when  the  trans¬ 
mitter  was  unkeyed.)  Second,  because  of 
the  high  “sampling  rate”  necessary  for 
accurate  characterization  of  the  voice 
signal,  and  because  of  wave  shaping  con¬ 
siderations  (ideally  the  “bits”  would  be 
transmitted  as  rectangularly  shaped  ' 

pulses) .  the  digital  voice  signal  contains 
a  much  greater  percentage  of  high  fre¬ 
quency  components  than  its  analog 
equivalent.  As  a  result,  it  tends  to  sound 
more  like  noise  and  is  not  recognizable 
as  an  audio  waveform  when  received  on 
a  conventional  receiver.  These  consid¬ 
erations  preclude  digital  voice  from  fall¬ 
ing  within  the  standard  F3  emission  clas¬ 
sification.  Nevertheless,  it  should  be  em¬ 
phasized  that  although  the  format  is 
digital,  it  is  not  “data”  transmission  in 
the  sense  that  we  usually  think  of  that 
term.  The  channel  occupancy  (in  terms 
of  time)  and  the  message  lengths  asso¬ 
ciated  with  the  use  of  digital  voice  are 
identical  to  that  of  clear  voice.  For  these 
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reasons,  we  believe  that  the  emission  F3Y 
should  be  assigned  to  describe  coded  or 
uncoded  digital  voice  transmissions.  (See 
12.201(d)  and  (e)  of  the  Commission’s 
rules.)  This  is  a  special  class  of  a  voice 
emission  and,  as  such,  the  restrictions 
Imposed  by  the  rules  in  Parts  89,  91  and 
93  on  non-voice  communications  will  not 
apply. 

5.  The  use  of  digital  voice,  however, 
presents  potential  operational  and  tech¬ 
nical  problems  which  should  be  ad¬ 
dressed.  First,  there  is  a  serious  question 
as  to  whether  a  system  transmitting 
digital  voice  is  compatible  in  an  en¬ 
vironment  or  a  radio  service  where  the 
frequencies  are  shared  extensively.  The 
main  problem  stems  from  the  Inherent 
difficulty  in  recognizing  as  communica¬ 
tions  ongoing  transmission  of  co-chan¬ 
nel  digital  voice  signals.  Whereas  analog 
scramblers  sound  (to  receivers  not  prop¬ 
erly  equipped  to  recombine  the  signal) 
like  highly  distorted  conventional  audio, 
the  “sound"  of  a  digital  voice  signal  re¬ 
sembles  (depending  on  the  bit  rate  and 
modulation  scheme  used)  anything  frwn 
a  slightly  noisy  “dead"  carrier  to  an  in¬ 
creasingly  loud  “white  noise"  much  like 
that  heard  on  an  imsquelched  receiver 
under  no  signal  conditions.  Conse¬ 
quently,  we  are  concerned  that  a  licensee 
sharing  a  channel  with  a  digital  voice 
user  may  not  recognize  such  transmis¬ 
sions  as  being  co-channel  communica¬ 
tions.  Thinking  that  the  channel  is  clear, 
such  a  licensee’s  attempt  at  communica¬ 
tion  would  very  likely  result  in  mutual 
interference. 

6.  This  compatibility  aspect  of  digital 
voice  scramblers  with  regular  clear  voice 
systems  is  a  serious  matter,  and  we  tend 
to  think  that  authorizing  this  technique 
in  the  private  land  mobile  services,  where 
many  channels  must  be  shared  exten¬ 
sively,  may  not  be  desirable  unless  there 
are  countervailing  public  interest  con¬ 
siderations.  While  the  need  for  secure 
radio  communications  in  law  enforce¬ 
ment  is  clear  and  well  recognized,  we  are 
not  aware  of  any  such  need  in  other 
areas.^  For  this  and  for  other  reasons 
discussed  below,  we  propose  to  allow  the 
use  of  the  FSY  emission  classification 
only  in  the  Police  Radio  Service.  How¬ 
ever.  we  solicit  comments  on  this  mat¬ 
ter.  and  Information  concerning  the  re¬ 
quirements  for  secure  communications 
in  the  other  services,  as  well  as  informa¬ 
tion  on  the  extent  to  which  existing 
(analog)  scrambling  techniques  are  used. 

7.  Also,  the  security  of  communica¬ 
tions  achieved  through  the  use  of  scram¬ 
bling  equipment,  whether  digital  or  ana¬ 
log,  restricts  our  ability  to  monitor  com- 
mimlcations  for  content,  and  could  seri¬ 
ously  hamper  our  ability  to  enforce  the 
rules  relating  to  permissible  communica¬ 
tions  and  the  use  of  private  land  mobile 
systems.  F’urther,  radio  systems  trans¬ 
mitting  scramble  messages  would  be 

*  Sachs/Freeman  Associates,  Inc.,  in  a  pre¬ 
liminary  report  on  their  study  of  non-voice 
communications  requirements  conducted  for 
the  Commission  under  contract,  have  stated 
that  only  police  seem  to  have  expressed  a 
need  for  digital  voice  scramblers. 


more  difficult  to  identify  (in  the  resolu¬ 
tion  of  interference  problems,  for  ex¬ 
ample)  .  particularly  if  the  station  iden¬ 
tification  was  to  be  given  in  scrambled 
form.  To  minimize  this  problem,  we  pro¬ 
posed  to  require  all  such  stations, 
whether  digital  or  analog,  to  transmit 
the  station  identification  in  clear  voice. 
Finally,  we  wish  to  mention  that  while 
our  experience  indicates  that  the  use  of 
scramblers  (again,  both  digital  and  ana¬ 
log)  .  due  to  the  comparatively  poor  audio 
quality  and  the  concomitant  annoyance 
factor,  would  be  self -limiting,  we  never¬ 
theless  expect  that  scrambimg  tech¬ 
niques  would  only  be  used  in  situations 
where  the  licensee  feels  they  are  abso¬ 
lutely  necessary.  On  balance,  we  feel  that 
the  need  for  security  in  radio  commu¬ 
nications  in  certain  types  of  applications 
would  outweigh  the  disadvantages  we 
have  discussed.  Accordingly,  we  propose 
to  allow  the  use  of  scrambling  techniques 
only  in  the  Police  Radio  Service,  or  in 
those  radio  services  or  situations  where 
the  comments  persuade  us  that  we 
should  do  so. 

8.  A  technical  problem  raised  by  digital 
voice  scramblers  revolves  around  our  low 
pass  audio  filtering  requirement  and  its 
consequences  when  applied  to  high  speed 
digital  transmissions.  Because  this  issue 
is  broader  in  scope  and  impacts  more 
than  Just  digital  voice,  it  is  discussed  in 
a  general  context  below. 

Aimio  Fn,TERiNG  Requirements 

9.  Existing  rules*  require  that  each 
transmitter  in  the  private  services  be 
equipped  with  a  low  pass  audio  filter, 
the  purpose  of  which  is  to  insure  that 
widely  varying  speech  waveforms  will  not 
result  in  the  production  of  excessive  side¬ 
band  emissions.  Lower  bit  rate  digital 
signals  can  be  passed  through  this  filter 
without  significant  distortion,  but  this 
will  not  be  the  case  with  several  digital 
voice  modulation  systems  operating  at  a 
12  kilobit  rate  now  in  the  final  stages  of 
development.  At  least  one  AVM  system 
(operating  at  9.6  kiloblts/sec.)  has  been 
designed  to  operate  through  the  pres¬ 
ently-required  low  pass  audio  filter,  but 
with  considerable  difDculty  and  with  some 
degradation  in  overall  system  perform¬ 
ance.  In  general,  it  appears  that  state-of- 
the-art  digital  operation  (the  use  of  up 
to  12  kilobits/second  in  narrow  band  FM 
applications)  is  dependent  upon  the  by¬ 
pass  of  the  presently-required  low  pass 
audio  filter. 

10.  In  proposing  to  eliminate  the  low 
pass  filtering  requirements  for  digital 
voice  and  other  high  speed  digital  trans¬ 
mission  systems,  the  question  is  raised 
as  to  whether  or  not  we  need  to  pre¬ 
scribe  specific  filtering  requirements 
even  for  analog  operations.  It  appears  to 
us  that  instead  of  specifying  filter  charac¬ 
teristics.  the  better  course  may  be  to  rely 
on  emission  limitation  standards  and  to 
prescribe  a  measurement  procedure 
whereby  we  determine  compliance  with 
those  standards.  In  other  words,  it  may 
be  sufficient  to  rely  on  the  emission 


*See  if  89.109(d),  91.105  (d).  (e).  and  (f), 
93.105  (d).  (e).  and  (f)  and  95.51(e). 


limitations  set  out  in  our  rules  (e  g.. 
9S  89.107.  91.104,  93.104  and  95.617) 
rather  than  to  prescribe  soeciflc  equip¬ 
ment  design  features.  This  approach 
would  give  more  flexibility  to  eouipment 
manufacturers  in  the  way  they  achieve 
compliance  with  our  rules  and,  at  the 
same  time,  it  will  give  us  the  assurances 
we  feel  we  need  that  our  technical  re¬ 
quirements  are  being  met  in  a  satis¬ 
factory  manner.  However,  there  may  be 
a  question  as  to  whether  the  present 
emission  limitation  standards  are  ade¬ 
quate  to  prevent  any  increase  in  adjacent 
channel  interference  without  the  added 
assurances  the  present  filtering  requir  - 
ments  provide.  For  example,  while  in  mcKst 
digital  equipment  about  which  we  have 
information  the  distribution  and  ampli¬ 
tude  of  the  higher  frequency  components 
are  virtually  static  and  predictable,  there 
may  be  cases  in  which  the  interference 
resulting  from  the  presence  of  out-of- 
band  components  may  be  substantial 
even  though  the  present  emission  limita¬ 
tion  standards  are  satisfied.  We  have 
limited  information  about  the  adiacent 
channel  interference  potential  of  both 
analog  and  digital  systems. 

11.  Therefore,  we  are  raising  the  ques¬ 
tion  as  to  whether  or  not  the  low  pass 
filter  requirements  should  be  deleted 
$  89,109  (d).  (h)  and  (i).  and  in  the 
comparable  sections  in  Parts  91.  93  and 
95.  We  also  raise  the  question  as  to 
whether  or  not  the  present  emission 
limitation  standards  in  9  89.107(c)  are 
adequate  to  prevent  any  increase  in  ad¬ 
jacent  channel  interference  if  the  pres¬ 
ently  specified  low  pass  filtering  require¬ 
ment  is  deleted.  In  the  latter  case,  we  in¬ 
vite  comments  concerning  the  advisabil¬ 
ity  of  specifying  a  formula  to  compute 
the  necessary  bandwidth  for  digital 
modulation  systems  in  a  manner  similar 
to  those  specified  for  microwave  digital 
modulation  (see  $  2.201  (g) )  and  for 
computing  the  sideband  emission  enve¬ 
lope. 

12.  Further,  concerning  ad.iacent  chan¬ 
nel  protection,  in  the  report  mentioned 
previously.  Sswjhs/ Freeman  Associates, 
Inc.  indicates  that  the  present  emission 
limitations  provide  sufficient  protection 
in  the  30-50,  450-512  and  806-866  MHz 
bands  where  the  channel  separation  is 
20-25  kHz.  but  that  an  additional  8  dB 
reduction  in  signal  strength  (this  as¬ 
sumes  a  base  station  of  “average”  power 
and  antenna  height)  appears  necessary 
to  insure  non-interference  to  adjacent 
channel  operations  in  the  150  MHz  band 
where  the  channel  separation  is  15  kHz. 
’Hiis  is  due  to  the  fact  that  the  modified 
sideband  power  distribution  curve  of  a 
high  bit  rate  digital  system  is  viewed  by 
an  adjacent  channel  receiver  as  having 
an  effective  8  dB  increase  in  signal 
strength.  We  therefore  believe  that  digi¬ 
tal  communications  systems  requiring  by¬ 
pass  of  the  standard  low  pass  audio  filter 
should  be  precluded  on  frequencies  in  this 
band.  Recognizing,  however,  that  this 
conclusion  and  the  data  upon  which  it 
rests  may  be  incomplete  or  open  to  ques¬ 
tion,  we  solicit  comments,  including  all 
necessary  technical  showings,  pertain¬ 
ing  to  the  adjacent  channel  compatibility 
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of  various  types  of  high  bit  rate  digital 
equipment  with  normal  two-way  voice 
communications  in  the  150  MHz  bands.* 

13.  With  respect  to  digital  equipment 
operation  in  the  remaining  frequency 
bands  (i.e.,  30-50,  450-512  and  806-866 
MHz)  we  propose  to  require  that  a  show¬ 
ing  be  made,  during  the  transmitter  type 
acceptance  process,  that  the  radiated 
emission  of  any  digital  transmitter  not 
equipped  with  the  low  pass  audio  filter 
specified  in  the  rules,  complies  with  the 
existing  emission  limitations. 

14.  Because  of  the  complexity  of  the 
technical  issues-  raised  in  this  notice  of 
proposed  rulemaking,  we  have  concluded 
that  our  consideration  of  requests  for 
waiver  of  the  rules  to  allow  for  the  use 
of  available  digital  voice  equipment 
should  be  suspended,  and  that  no  addi¬ 
tional  digital  voice  systems  should  be  au¬ 
thorized  pending  the  outcome  of  this 
proceeding. 

15.  Authority  for  the  proposed  amend¬ 
ments  is  contained  in  sections  4(i)  and 
303  of  the  Communications  Act  of  1934, 
as  amended.  Pursuant  to  applicable  pro¬ 
cedures  set  forth  in  §  1.415  of  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  rules,  interested  parties  may 
file  comments  on  or  before  May  24,  1977, 
and  reply  comments  on  or  before  June  23, 
1977.  Relevant  and  timely  comments  and 
reply  comments  will  be  considered  by  the 
Commission  before  taking  final  action  in 
this  proceeding.  In  reaching  its  decision, 
the  Commission  may  take  into  account 
other  relevant  information  before  it,  in 
addition  to  the  specific  comments  invited 
by  this  notice. 

16.  In  accordance  with  the  provisions 
of  §  1.419  of  the  Commission’s  rules,  an 
original  and  five  copies  of  all  statements, 
briefs,  or  comments  filed  shall  be  fur¬ 
nished  the  Commission.  Responses  will 
be  available  for  public  inspection  during 
regular  business  hours  in  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  Public  Reference  Room  at  its 
headquarters  in  Washington,  D.C. 

Federal  Communications 

COMMISION,* 

Vincent  J.  Mullins, 

Secretary. 

*  Sachs/Freeman  Associates,  Inc.  suggested 
that  we  handle  the  adjacent  channel  prob¬ 
lem  In  the  150  MHz  band  by  adopting  the  fol¬ 
lowing  limitations  and  coordination  criteria: 

1.  Digital  transmitter  modulation  should 
be  by  binary  frequency  shift  keying  (FSK) 
with  the  modulation  index  less  than  or  equal 
to  .75; 

2.  The  15  kHz  adjacent  channel  minimum 
coordination  distance  of  35  miles  referenced 
In  S§  89.15,  91.8  and  93.9  of  the  Commission’s 
rules  should  be  Increased  to  47  miles; 

3.  The  15  kHz  adjacent  channel  mlnlmiuu 
separation  distance  of  10  miles  referenced  in 
f{  89.15  and  91.8  of  the  Commission's  rules 
should  be  increased  to  20  miles; 

4.  The  15  kHz  adjacent  channel  minimum 
separation  distance  of  7  miles  referenced  In 
S  93.9  of  the  Conunisslon's  rules  should  be 
Increased  to  14  miles. 

While  we  do  not  believe  that  different  sepa¬ 
ration  criteria  for  voice  and  these  types  of 
digital  systems  would  be  practical,  we  request 
comment  on  these  suggestions  as  well. 

*  See  attached  concurring  statement  of 
Commissioner  Washbxum. 


I.  Part  89  of  the  Commission’s  rules 
is  amended  as  follows:  (Similar  rules 
will  be  adopted  for  Parts  91,  93  and  95 
contingent  upon  the  showing  of  need 
requested  in  the  notice  of  proposed 
rulemaking.) 

1.  In  §  89.15,  a  new  paragraph  (f)  is 
added  to  read  as  follows : 

§  89.105  Types  of  emission. 

•  •  •  *  • 

(f)  Stations  utilizing  digital  voice 
modulation  in  either  the  unscrambled  or 
scrambled  mode  will  be  authorized  P3Y 
emission. 

2.  In  §  89.109,  paragraph  (d)  is  revised 
and  a  new  paragraph  (j)  is  added  to 
read  as  follows: 

§  89.109  Modulation  requirements. 

•  *  •  •  • 

(d)  Except  as  provided  in  paragraj^ 
(j)  of  this  section,  each  transmitter  in 
the  frequency  ranges  25  to  50,  150.8  to 
162,  450  to  512,  806  to  821,  and  851  to  866 
MHz  shall  be  equipped  with  an  audio 
low  pass  filter.  Such  filter  shall  be  in¬ 
stalled  between  the  modulation  limiter 
and  the  modulated  stage  and  shall  meet 
the  specifications  contained  in  para¬ 
graph  (h)  or  (i)  of  this  section.  The, 
provisions  of  this  paragraph  do  not' 
apply  to  transmitters  of  licensed  radio¬ 
communications  systems  operated 
wholly  within  the  limits  of  one  or  more 
of  the  territories  or  possessions  of  the 
United  States  or  Alaska,  or  Hawaii, 
except  those  systems  operating  in  the 
frequency  ranges  806  to  821  MHz,  and 
851  to  866  MHz. 

•  «  #  •  • 

(j)  Each  transmitter  in  the  frequency 
ranges  25  to  50,  450  to  512,  806  to  821, 
and  851  to  866  MHz  will  be  exempt  from 
the  audio  low  pass  filter  requirements  of 
this  section  when  type  accepted  for  use 
with  specific  digital  equipment.  The  ap¬ 
plication  for  type  acceptance  shall  con¬ 
tain  such  information  as  may  be  neces¬ 
sary  to  demonstrate  that  the  transmitter 
complies  with  the  emission  limitations 
specified  in  §  89.107,  when  used  with  tlie 
specified  digital  equipment.  When  a 
transmitter  is  to  be  type  accepted  for 
both  digital  and  analog  use,  the  analog 
input  shall  be  equipped  with  an  audio 
low  pass  filter  as  provided  in  paragraph 
(d)  of  this  section. 

3.  A  new  f!  89.121,  is  added  to  read  as 
follows: 

§  89.121  Provisions  relating  to  the  use 
of  scrambling  devices  and  digital 
voice  modulation. 

Analog  and  digital  voice  scrambling 
equipment,  or  devices  used  simply  to 
digitally  encode  voice  signals  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  a  fixed  and  predetermined 
pattern,  may  be  used  in  the  Police  Radio 
Service  subject  to  the  following  limita¬ 
tions. 

(a)  Analog  scrambling  techniques 
may  be  employed  at  stations  authorized 
the  use  of  A3  or  P3  emission. 

(b)  The  use  of  digital  scrambling 
techniques  or  digital  voice  modulation 


may  be  used  by  stations  using  voice 
frequency  modulation  and  requires  the 
specific  authorization  of  P3Y  emission. 

(c)  The  transmission  of  any  non-voice 
information  or  data  by  stations  under 
the  authorization  of  F3Y  emission  is 
prohibited. 

(d)  Station  identification  shall  be 
transmitted  in  the  unscrambled  analog 
mode  (clear  voice)  in  accordance  with 
the  provision  of  S  89.153. 

March  10,  1977. 

Concurring  Statement  or  Commissioner 

Abbott  Washburn  re  Digital  Trans¬ 
mission  roR  Mobile  Radio 

The  communications  world  is  rapidly 
going  to  digital  technology.  Research, 
spurred  primarily  by  Defense  needs,  has 
developed  and  refined  narrowband  digi¬ 
tal  voice  techniques  which  achieve  great¬ 
er  spectnun  use  efficiency  at  potentially 
lower  future  costs  than  FM.  Even  a  cur¬ 
sory  examination  of  the  spectrum  re¬ 
quirements  of  mobile  radio  submitted  in 
preparation  for  the  1979  World  Adminis¬ 
trative  Radio  Conference  (WARC)  dic¬ 
tates  that  this  Commission  examine 
these  new  digital  technologies  carefully 
before  committing  large  resources,  prin¬ 
cipally  radio  frequency  spectrum,  to  less 
efficient  methods. 

Accordingly,  I  would  have  preferred 
that  this  Notice  address  digital  voice  ap¬ 
plications  more  positively  and  in  a 
broader  ccmtext.  But  because  we  have 
been  assured  by  the  staff  that  a  broad 
comprehensive  Notice  will  be  forthcom¬ 
ing  in  several  months.  I  concur  in  to¬ 
day’s  narrow  approach  to  digital  com¬ 
munications  in  the  mobile  radio  serv¬ 
ices. 

[FR  Doc.77-8799  Filed  3-23-77:8:45  am] 

DEPARTMENT  OF 
TRANSPORTATION 
Office  of  Pipeline  Safety  Operations 
[49CFRPart  192] 

(Notice  77-2;  Docket  No.  OPSO  77-3) 

TRANSPORTATION  OF  NATURAL  AND 
OTHER  GAS  BY  PIPELINE 

Conversion  of  Existing  Pipeline  to  Gas 
Service 

AGENCY:  ’The  Materials  Transporta¬ 
tion  Bureau’s  Office  of  Pipeline  Safety 
Operations  (OPSO). 

AfTITON:  Proposed  rule. 

SUMMARY:  This  notice  proposes  to  es¬ 
tablish  a  new  subpart  N — Conversion  of 
Existing  Pipeline  to  Gas  Service,  within 
Part  192  of  ’Title  49,  Code  of  Federal 
Regulations.  The  Materials  Transporta¬ 
tion  Bureau  (MTB)  has  been  petitioned 
by  the  Interstate  Natural  Gas  Associa¬ 
tion  of  America  (INGAA)  to  establish 
this  new  subpart. 

Since  Part  192  presently  does  not  spe¬ 
cifically  address  the  subject  of  conver¬ 
sion,  the  current  OPSO  interpretation  is 
that  an  existing  pipeline  in  other  service 
may  be  used  to  transport  natural  and 
other  gas  if  it  complies  with  9  192.13.  or  if 
a  petition  for  weaver  from  compliance 
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with  one  or  more  of  the  Part  192  regula¬ 
tions  as  provided  under  section  3(e)  of 
the  Natural  Gas  Pipeline  Safety  Act  of 
1968  (49  U.S.a  1672(e))  has  been  Kp- 
proved  (e^.  Cities  Service  Gas  Company 
has  petitioned  MTB  for  a  waiver  from 
certain  sections  of  49  CFR  Part  192  so 
that  a  crude  oil  pipeline  can  be  con¬ 
verted  to  a  natural  gas  transmission 
pipeline) . 

Section  192.13  requires  that.  “No  per¬ 
son  may  operate  a  segment  of  pipeline 
that  is  readied  for  service  after  March 
12.  1971.  or  In  the  case  of  an  offshore 
gathering  line,  after  July  31.  1977.  un¬ 
less  that  pipeline  has  ben  designed.  In¬ 
stalled.  owistructed.  Initially  inspected, 
and  initially  tested  in  accordance  with 
this  part."  and  that.  “No  person  may  op¬ 
erate  a  segment  of  pipeline  that  Is  re¬ 
placed.  relocated,  or  otherwise  changed 
after  November  12.  1970.  or  In  the  case 
of  an  offshore  gathering  line,  after  July 
31.  1977.  unless  that  replacement,  relo¬ 
cation.  or  change  has  been  made  In  ac¬ 
cordance  with  this  part.’ 

Because  most  of  the  facilities  that 
would  be  converted  to  gas  service  were 
ccmstructed  prior  to  the  controlling  dates 
of  §192.13  In  accordance  with  specifica¬ 
tions  and  procedures  applicable  at  the 
time  they  were  Installed,  they  cannot  re¬ 
alistically  comply  with  the  design,  ctm- 
structlon.  initial  inspection,  and  Initial 
testing  requirements  of  Part  192.  Hiere- 
fore.  the  only  alternative  is  to  apply  for 
numerous  waivers  frtxn  these  require¬ 
ments.  In  support  of  its  petition  INGAA 
asserts  that  It  Is  not  logical  that  OPSO  or 
the  operator  be  burdened  and  delayed  by 
the  processing  of  a  large  number  of 
waiver  requests  especially  If  a  regulatory 
procedure  of  general  applicability  can 
be  developed  which  would  permit  expedi¬ 
tious  converslcm  while  at  the  same  time 
providing  the  necessary  levels  of  safety. 
INGAA  further  asserts  that  the  adc^tlon 
of  such  a  procedure  would  greatly  en¬ 
hance  the  ability  of  the  pipeline  industiy 
to  deliver  this  much  needed  energy  source 
to  the  public  In  a  timely,  economically, 
and  environmentally  soimd  manner,  aJQ 
of  which  Is  In  the  national  interest. 

DATES:  Interested  persons  are  invited 
to  participate  In  this  rulemaking  action 
by  submitting  such  data,  views,  or  argu¬ 
ments  as  they  may  desire.  (Communica¬ 
tions  should  identify  the  regulat(»7 
docket  and  notice  numbers  and  be  sub¬ 
mitted  in  triplicate  tp  the  Director.  Of¬ 
fice  of  Pipeline  Safety  Operations.  De¬ 
partment  of  Transix>rtatlon.  2100  Sec¬ 
ond  Street  SW..  Washington.  D.C.  20590. 
All  communications  received  by  May  5. 
1977.  will  be  considered  before  final  ac¬ 
tion  is  taken  on  the  notice.  Late  filed 
comments  will  be  considered  so  far  as 
practicable.  All  comments  will  be  avail¬ 
able  for  examination  by  Interested  per¬ 
sons  at  the  Docket  Room.  Materials 
Transportation  Bureau,  before  and  after 
the  closing  date  for  comments.  The  pro¬ 
posal  contained  in  this  notice  may 
be  changed  in  the  light  of  comments 
received. 

MTB  is  considering  making  these 
proposed  amendments  to  49  CFR  Part 
192  effective  upon  their  publication  as 


final  rules.  This  would  allow  operaton 
to  take  Immediate  advantage  of  a  bene¬ 
ficial  conversion  procedure. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATTON  CON¬ 
TACT: 

Director.  Office  of  Pipeline  Safety  Op¬ 
erations.  Department  of  Transpwta- 

tlon.  2100  Srcond  Street  SW.,  Wash¬ 
ington.  D.C.  20590  (202-426-2392). 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 
There  are  in  exist«ice  thousands  of 
miles  of  safely  operating  pipelines  de¬ 
signed  and  constructed  by  earlier  meth¬ 
ods  and  standards  than  those  accept¬ 
able  for  new  pipeline  constructed  today. 
It  would  be  iinreallstlc  to  suggest  an  ar¬ 
bitrary  halt  of  their  operatlcm  because  of 
that  fact.  Also  unrealistic  woidd  be  a 
strict  prohibition  against  ccmverslon  of 
these  pipelines  to  other  services  simply 
because  they  are  not  designed  and  c(m- 
stnicted  to  standards  applicable  to 
the  new  service  In  ^ect  at  thne  of 
conversion. 

OPSO  has  never  disputed  the  feaslbfl- 
of  safely  converting  existing  pipe¬ 
lines  to  gas  service.  However,  OPSO’s 
present  policy  of  permitting  conversion 
and  subsequent  operation  in  gas  service 
only  after  waiver  frcm  ccnnpllance  with 
one  or  more  of  the  Part  192  regulations 
has  been  approved  Is  unnecessarily  cum- 
berscxne  and  time-consuming.  MTB  be¬ 
lieves  that  the  new  subpart  proposed 
herein  will  facilitate  timely  conversion 
of  existing  pipelines  to  gas  service  and 
assure  the  ^e  operation  of  such  pipe¬ 
lines  In  their  new  service. 

The  proposed  subpart  conditions  the 
conversion  of  existing  pipeline  to  and 
subsequent  operaticm  In  gas  service  on 
the  operator  taking  specified  actions.  Ih 
general  they  are.  in  conformance  with  a 
written  procedure,  reviewing  the  design 
and  construction  and  the  operating  and 
maintenance  history  of  the  pipeline  and. 
based  on  that  review,  making  any  re¬ 
pairs.  replacements,  or  alterations  that 
are  necessary  for  safe  operation  and 
then  performing  leak  and  strength  tests 
appropriate  for  the  Intended  service  as 
added  assurance  that  the  pipeline  will 
be  serviceable  and  then  commencing  op¬ 
erations  In  accordance  with  the  pre- 
plaimed  procedure.  The  fact  that  a  con¬ 
verted  line  win  be  placed  in  gas  service, 
and  consequently  be  subject  to  Part  192, 
Immediately^ requires  that  It  be  oper¬ 
ated  and  maintained  in  accord  with  that 
part.  With  (me  exceptlcm  relating  to 
corrosion  control,  the  proopsed  subpart 
requires  such  compliance. 

Gas  being  a  compressible  fiuld  can  re¬ 
lease  considerable  amounts  of  energy 
upon  sudden  release  of  gas  pressure.  In 
order  to  establish  a  greater  margin  of 
safety  for  gas  pipelines  in  areas  of  more 
dense  population  (determined  by  class 
l(x;atlon) .  49  CFR  Pa^  192  requires  that 
gas  pipelines  be  designed  to  a  more  con¬ 
servative  safety  margin  and  more 
stringently  tested.  As  a  result,  class  loca¬ 
tions  on  an  existing  gas  pipeline  often 
require  that  the  pipeline  be  operated  at 
a  lower  stress  level.  Therefore,  new  Sub¬ 
part  N  would  require  that  class  location 
surveys  be  made  in  accord  with  Part  192 
to  determine  if  the  proposed  operating 


pressure  ot  the  converted  line  would  be 
consistent  with  the  stress  limitations  for 
the  particular  class  locations.  If  not  con¬ 
sistent.  proposed  §  192.805(b)  (3)  would 
require  the  operator  to  lower  the  pres¬ 
sure  iqspropriately  or  replace  pipeline  in 
areas  where  the  proposed  stress  level  is 
above  the  limitations. 

Gas  plpdlnes  depend  on  combina¬ 
tions  of  pipe  strength,  testing  level,  weld¬ 
ing  techniques,  dimensional  require¬ 
ments.  geographic  location,  etc.,  to  es¬ 
tablish  the  maximiun  allowable  operat¬ 
ing  pressure  (MAOP) .  Regardless  of  the 
previous  service  of  a  pipeline,  these  fac- 
Uns  can  still  be  used  to  establish  the 
MAOP.  As  an  example,  a  liquid  pipeline 
bunt  to  a  standard  specifying  use  of  a 
72%  design  factor  can  be  used  In  gas 
service  at  the  same  design  factor  where 
the  area  of  operation  Is  a  CHass  1  l(x;a- 
tkm  (see  49  CTTl  192.5  for  determination 
of  class  locsitlon).  However,  that  same 
pipeline  would  be  required  to  be  derated 
or  be  replaced  where  operation  is  in  a 
Cfiass  2.  3.  or  4  locati(m.  This  is  consistent 
with  requiring  immediate  compliance 
with  Part  192  operating  standards  once 
the  ecmverted  line  is  traced  In  gas  serv¬ 
ice.  Additionally,  operation  under  Part 
192  would  subject  the  crmverted  line  to 
the  same  re<iulrements  as  existing  gas 
lines  in  relation  to  future  changes  in 
Class  location. 

The  conversion  of  pipelines  from  11- 
<iuld  service  to  gas  transmission  service 
was  the  subject  of  discussion  In  the 
meeting  of  the  Technical  Pipeline  Safety 
Standards  Committee  (TPSSC)  held  on 
December  16  and  17.  1976.  The  TPSSC 
expressed  conslderaUe  concern  regard¬ 
ing  the  need  for  establishing  conversion 
procedures  and  recommended  that  MTB 
take  expeditious  action  to  provide  a 
regulatory  mechanism  to  facilitate  these 
conversions  rather  than  have  to  evaluate 
waivers  on  a  case-by-case  basis.  A  sub¬ 
committee  of  the  TPSSC  was  convened 
to  make  recommendations  for  a  proposed 
role  change  in  this  regard,  and  the 
TPSSC  devd(H>ed  proposed  revisions  to 
the  regulations  that  are  basically  similar 
to  those  made  by  INGAA. 

In  considering  the  INGAA  petition 
and  the  additional  recommendation  of 
the  TPSSC.  MTB  noted  that: 

(1)  Pipelines  may  be  converted  from 
any  prior  service.  Including  unregulated 
pipelines  which  may  have  poor  or  non¬ 
existent  records  of  the  operating  service 
history. 

(2)  Unregulated  pipelines  operating 
In  a  Class  1  locaticm  would  be  more  like¬ 
ly  to  have  faults  or  leaks  Ignored  in  some 
uses  that  when  converted  could  result  in 
hazardous  gas  leakage. 

(3)  In  operation  as  a  liquid  pipeline, 
the  pressure  gradient  along  the  pipeline 
is  (x>nslderably  different  than  would  be 
the  case  with  the  same  pipeline  in  gas 
service. 

(4)  The  sharper  drop  in  pressure 
downstream  from  a  liquid  pipeline 
pumping  staticm  and  the  effects  of  eleva¬ 
tion  changes  can  result  In  operation  of 
some  segments  of  a  liquid  piiiellne  at 
much  lower  average  pressures  than 
would  be  anticipated  for  an  equal  input 
pressure  from  a  gas  compressor  staUoiL 
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The  average  pressure  on  a  specific  sec¬ 
tion  of  pipeline  could  also  be  changed 
by  changed  location  of  the  compressor 
station  compared  to  the  liquid  pumping 
station. 

To  detect  fiaws  that  may  exist  in  the 
pipeline  bcdng  converted  as  a  result  of  im- 
knowns  relating  to  prior  construction  and 
operation,  MTB  believes  that  the  most 
economical  and  effective  means  Is  a 
strength-proof  test  at  a  sufficiently  ele¬ 
vated  pressure  to  breakout  points  of 
potential  failure.  Such  a  test  should  be 
sufficiently  more  severe  than  the  planned 
operation  in  order  to  detect  and  cause  to 
be  removed  any  fiaw  serious  enough  to 
give  difficulty  during  service.  MTB  be¬ 
lieves  that  the  requirem«it  of  the  INOAA 
proposal  that  testing  in  a  Class  1  loca¬ 
tion  at  1.1  times  the  intended  MAOP 
is  not .  severe  enough  to  provide  the 
degree  of  assurance  appropriate  where 
there  are  such  unknowns  as  discussed 
above.  Therefore,  MTB  proposes  that  the 
minimum  test  pressure  should  be  at  least 
1.25  times  the  intended  MAOP.  This 
would  only  affect  the  testing  in  Class  I 
locations  since  the  Class  2, 3,  and  4  factor 
is  alr^idy  equal  to  or  greater  than  1.25. 
For  these  same  reasons  MTB  does  not 
consider  a  strength-proof  test  made  more 
than  five  years  prior  to  the  conversion  to 
gas  service  as  a  walld  test  for  the  new 
service.  (Although  the  testing  of  a  con¬ 
verted  pipeline  in  accord  with  Part  192 
within  five  years  prior  to  commencing  gas 
operations  is  an  acceptable  alternative 
imder  proposed  S  192.805(b)  (4),  the 
MAOP  of  the  pipeline  would  still  have  to 
be  determined  in  accord  with  the  pro¬ 
visions  of  proposed  S  192.809(b) .) 

MTB  has  revised  the  recommendation 
in  the  INOAA  petition,  and  the  recom¬ 
mendation  made  by  the  TPSSC,  to  require 
testing  at  this  higher  pressure  for  Class 
I  locatlcMis. 

It  is  being  proposed  that  new  Subpart  N 
apply  only  to  the  conversion  of  steel  pipe¬ 
lines  to  gas  service.  MTB  has  determined 
to  limit  the  proposal  in  this  way  because 
the  effects  of  products  which  may  have 
been  carried  are  better  known  on  steel 
than  on  other  materials  such  as  plastic 
and  aluminum  and  comprehensive  indus¬ 
try  standards  for  design,  constructicm, 
and  operation  of  steel  pipelines  have  been 
in  general  use  for  a  much  longer  period 
of  time  than  for  other  materials;  thus, 
the  condition  of  a  giv^  steel  pipeline 
would  be  more  predictable  and  lead  to 
greater  assurity  that,  upon  conversion  to 
gs«  service,  it  can  be  operated  safely. 

Because  the  pr(HX>sed  procedures  apply 
only  to  steel  pipelines,  the  conversion  to 
gas  service  of  pipelines  constructed  of 
material  other  than  steel  will  continue 
to  require  sp>ecific  approval  by  OPSO. 

It  appears  that  the  INGAA  i>etition 
sought  to  permit  conversion  to  gas  serv¬ 
ice  of  only  those  pipelines  that  were  con¬ 
structed  to  specificati(ms  acceptable  for 
gas  service  at  time  of  construction  (even 
though  used  in  other  than  gas  service). 
However,  the  applicability  of  the  pro¬ 
posed  subpart  is  not  limited  in  this  way, 
but  rather,  would  permit  any  existing 
steel  pipeline  to  be  converted  if  each  re¬ 


quirement  of  the  subpart  is  complied 
with.  Tlie  public  is  specifically  requested 
to  provide  OPSO  with  any  cfunments 
relevant  to  this  applicability  issue. 

Also  proposed  herein  are  amendments 
to  49  CFR  192.13  (a)  and  (b).  By  pro¬ 
posing  the  new  Subpart  N  as  discussed 
above,  the  currently  controlling  dates  in 
S  192.13  would  become  inappropriate  in 
relation  to  compliance  with  that  new 
subpart.  The  proposed  amendments 
would  eliminate  that  conflict. 

IMPACT  EVALUATION:  MTB  has  de¬ 
termined  that  this  document  does  not 
contain  a  major  proposal  requiring  prep¬ 
aration  of  an  Inflation  Impact  Statement 
under  Executive  Order  11821,  as  amended 
on  OMB  (Tlrcular  A-107. 

PRINCIPAL  AUTHORS  OP  THIS  PRO¬ 
POSAL:  Frank  E.  Fulton  and  Robert  L. 
Beauregard. 

In  consideration  of  the  f<»‘egolng,  MTB 
proposes  that  Part  192  of  Title  49  of  the 
Code  of  Federal  Regulations  be  amended 
as  follows: 

1.  By  revising  paragraphs  (a)  and  (b) 
of  §  192.13  to  read  as  follows: 

§  192.13  General. 

(a)  Except  as  provided  in  Subpart  N 
of  this  part,  no  person  may  operate  a 
segment  of  pipeline  that  is  readied  for 
service  after  March  12,  1971,  or  in  the 
case  of  an  offshore  gathering  line,  after 
July  31,  1977,  imless  that  pipeline  has 
been  designed,  installed,  constructed, 
initially  inspected,  and  initially  tested 
in  accordance  with  this  part. 

(b)  Except  as  provided  in  Subpart  N 
of  this  part,  no  person  may  operate  a 
segment  of  pipeline  that  is  replaced, 
relocated,  or  otherwise  changed  after 
November  12,  1970,  or  in  the  case  of  an 
offshore  gathering  line,  after  July  31, 
1977,  unless  that  replacement,  relocation, 
or  change  has  been  made  in  accordance 
with  this  part. 

•  •  •  #  • 

2.  By  adding  to  the  table  of  contents, 
between  “S  192.753  Caulked  bell  and  spig¬ 
ot  joints.”  and  ** Appendix  'A — ^Incor¬ 
porated  by  reference.”  the  following  en¬ 
tries: 

Subpart  N — Conversion  of  Existing  Pipeline  to 
Gas  Service 

Bee. 

192.801  Scope. 

192.803  General. 

192.806  Determining  Integrity  of  pipeline. 

192.807  Operation  and  maintenance. 

192.809  Maximum  allowable  operating  pres¬ 
sure. 

3.  By  adding  a  new  Subpart  N  imme¬ 
diately  following  existing  Subpart  M  to 
read  as  follows: 

Subpart  N — Conversion  of  Existing 
Pipeline  to  Gas  Service 

§  192.801  Scope*. 

This  subpart  prescribes  minimum  re¬ 
quirements  for  converting  steel  pipelines 
from  service  not  subject  to  this  part  to 
service  subject  to  this  part.  Conversion 
to  service  subject  to  this  part  of  exist¬ 
ing  pipeline  constructed  of  material  other 
than  steel  requires  specific  approval  by 
the  Secretary. 


§  1 92.803  General. 

(a)  As  used  in  this  subpart  “convert  a 
pipeline,”  “converting  a  pipeline,”  or 
“conversion  of  a  pipeline,"  means  to 
change  an  existing  steel  pipeline  or  seg¬ 
ment  of  existing  steel  pipeline  from  serv¬ 
ice  not  subject  to  this  part  to  service  sub¬ 
ject  to  this  part.  - 

(b)  After  (effective  date)  no  person 
may  convert  a  pipeline  unless  each  re¬ 
quirement  of  this  subpart  is  complied 
with. 

(c)  Each  operator  who  intends  to  con¬ 
vert  a  pipeline  shall  establish  and  imple¬ 
ment  a  written  procedure  for  that  pipe¬ 
line  that  will  ensure  compliance  with 
each  requirement  of  this  subpart. 

(d)  Each  operator  who  converts  a 
pipeline  shall  retain  for  the  life  of  that 
pipeline  a  record  of  each  Investigation 
required  by  this  subpart,  of  all  modifica¬ 
tions  performed,  and  of  each  test  con¬ 
ducted  in  connection  with  the  conver¬ 
sion. 

§  192.805  Determining  integrity  of  pipe¬ 
line. 

(a)  No  person  may  operate  a  converted 
pipeline  unless  the  requirements  of  this 
section  have  been  met. 

(b)  Before  converting  a  pipeline,  the 
operator  shall — 

(1)  Make  a  class  location  survey  as 
required  tuider  this  part. 

(2)  For  purposes  of  verifying  whether 
the  propos^  conversion  will  be  consist¬ 
ent  with  this  put,  review  the  design, 
construction,  operatlim,  and  mainte¬ 
nance  history  of  the  pljieline  and  deter¬ 
mine  the  physical  condition  of  the  pipe¬ 
line  by  examination  of  appropriate 
maintenance  and  corrosion  control  rec¬ 
ords  and  visual  inspection  and,  if  suf¬ 
ficient  records  are  not  available,  conduct 
new  tests  to  verify  whether  the  proposed 
conversion  will  be  consistent  with  this 
part. 

(3)  Make  any  repairs,  replacements, 
or  alterations  that  are  necessary  for  op¬ 
eration  under  this  part.  Such  repairs, 
replacements,  or  alterations  must  be 
made  in  accord  with  this  part. 

(4)  Perform  the  leak  and  strength 
tests  <m  the  pipeline  that  are  prescribed 
in  Subpart  J  of  this  part,  unless  testing 
of  ^e  pipeline  has  been  performed  in  a 
manner  equivalent  to  this  Part  192  with¬ 
in  the  five  years  prior  to  conversion. 
Such  testing  shall  be  done  at  the  mini¬ 
mum  pressure  necessary  for  the  class  lo¬ 
cation  determined  under  this  part  but 
not  less  than  1.25  times  the  MAOP. 

§  192.807  Operation  and  niaintenanre. 

(a)  Except  as  provided  in  §  192.809 
and  paragraph  (b)  of  this  section,  each 
operator  of  a  converted  pipeline  shall 
maintain  and  cerate  that  pipeline  in 
compliance  with  this  part. 

(b)  Within  12  mimths  after  a  con¬ 
verted  pipeline  is  put  in  service,  the  op¬ 
erator  of  that  pipdine  shall  cmnply  with 
the  corro6l<m  control  requirements  of 
Subpart  I  of  this  part. 

§  192.809  Maximum  allonable  operat¬ 
ing  pressure. 

(a)  No  person  may  cerate  a  con¬ 
verted  pipeline  at  a  pressure  higher  than 
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the  maximum  allowable  operating  pres- 
sxire. 

(b)  For  purposes  of  this  section,  max¬ 
imum  allowable  operating  pressure  Is 
equal  to  the  lower  of — 

(1)  Test  pressure  (based  <»  the  pres¬ 
sures  tests  prescribed  In  $  192.805(b)  (4) ) 
divided  by  1.25:  or 

(2)  Test  pressure  (based  on  the  pres¬ 
sure  tests  prescribed  In  S  192.805(b)(4)) 
divided  by  the  factors  permitted  under 
paragraphs  (a)  and  (b)  of  S  192.619  and 
subject  to  the  limitations  of  f  192.611. 

(49  U.S.C.  ISTS,  49  CFB  1.63  (»)  and  para¬ 
graph  (b)  (2)  of  Appendix  A  to  Part  102.) 


Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.,  on  March 
18,  1977. 


Cesak  DeLeoh, 
Acting  Director,  Office  of 
Pipeline  Safety  Operations. 
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Federal  Highway  Administration 


[  49  CFR  Part  393  ] 

[Docket  No.  M<3-76-2;  Notice  77-2 J 

PARTS  AND  ACCESSORIES  NECESSARY 
FOR  SAFETY  OPERATION 


Proposed  Fire  Resistance  Test  for  Non- 
metallic  Fuel  Tanks;  Extension  of  Com¬ 
ment  Period 


•  Purpose.  This  Notice  extends  the 
closing  date  for  comments  on  Docket  No. 
MC-75.  Proposed  Fire  Tleslstance  Test 
for  Nonmetalllc  Fuel  Tanks,  from  Feb¬ 
ruary  1,  1977,  to  May  1.  1977.  e 

A  notice  of  proposed  rulemaking  pub¬ 
lished  in  the  Federal  Register  cm  No¬ 
vember  30,  1976  (41  FR  52500),  proposed 
a  fire  resistance  test  for  nonmetalllc  fuel 
tanks  to  be  used  c«i  vehicles  engaged  in 
Interstate  or  foreign  commerce.  The 
cemunent  period  was  to  have  ended  on 
February  1,  1977. 

Several  commenters  to  Docket  No. 
MC-75  have  requested  a  90-day  exten¬ 
sion  on  the  comment  peiicxl  In  order  for 
them  to  conduct  a  series  of  tests  c(Hn- 
parlng  the  safety  of  nonmetalllc  fuel 
tanks  designed  for  commercial  vehicles 
with  the  safety  of  conventional  metallic 
fuel  tanks. 

The  Federal  Highway  Administration’s 
Bureau  of  Motor  Carrier  Safety  needs 
the  benefit  of  as  much  factual  data  as 
possible  before  making  a  decision  as  to 
minimum  safety  criteria  for  authorizing 
use  of  nonmetalllc  fuel  tanks  on  com¬ 
mercial  vehicles.  Accordingly,  the  closing 
date  for  comments  on  Docket  No.  MC-75 
Is  hereby  extended  until  May  1, 1977. 

(Sec.  204,  49  Stat.  546,  aa  amended  (49  US.C. 
304) ,  see.  6.  Pub.  L.  89-670,  80  Stat.  937  (49 
UA.C.  1655);  49  CPTt  1.48;  49  CPTt  889.4.) 

Issued  on  Msoxih  16,  1977. 

Kenneth  L>.  PiERaoM, 

Acting  Direct, 
Bureau  of  Motor  Carrier  Saf^. 

[PR  Doc.77-8858  FUed  3-33-77;8:46  am] 


National  Highway  Traffic  Safety 
Administration 

[49  CFR  Part  571] 

[Docket  No.  74-14;  Notice  06] 
OCCUPANT  CRASH  PROTECTION 
Altematives  for  Passenger  Cars 

AOENCTY;  Department  of  Transporta¬ 
tion. 

ACmON:  Proposed  Rule. 

SUMMARY:  This  notice  proposes  three 
altematives  for  the  provision  of  occu¬ 
pant  crash  protection  In  future  passen¬ 
ger  cars;  The  existing  requirements  of 
Standard  No.  208  that  are  commonly 
satisfied  by  seat  belt  assemblies;  the  pro¬ 
vision  of  (x;cupant  crash  protection  that 
Is  “passive,”  l.e.,  requires  no  action  (such 
as  the  fastening  of  a  seat  belt)  by  ve¬ 
hicle  occupants  to  be  effective:  or  the 
implementation  of  mandatory  seat  belt 
use  laws  throughout  the  coimtry  to  gain 
the  protection  available  from  the  seat 
belt  susemblies  already  provided  In  vir¬ 
tually  all  passenger  cars  and  light 
tru<Uu. 

DATES:  Comments  must  be  received  on 
or  before  May  27,  1977.  Proposed  effec¬ 
tive  date;  Sept.  1,  1980.  Hearing: 
April  27,  1977.  Deadline  for  submission 
of  application  for  financial  assistance: 
April  4,  1977. 

ADDRESSES:  Comments  should  refer 
to  the  d(x:ket  number  and  be  submitted 
to:  Room  5108— Nasslf  Building.  400  7th 
Street.  S.W.,  WashlngUm,  D.C.  20590. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  <X)N- 
TACTT: 

Frank  Bemdt,  Acting  Chief  Counsel, 
Natloiml  Highway  TraCBc  Safety  Ad¬ 
ministration.  Washington,  D.C.  20590 
(202  426-9511) 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 
Standard  No.  208,  Occupant  Crash  Pro¬ 
tection  (49  CFR  571.208),  Is  a  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Transportation  safety  standard 
that  requires  manufacturers  to  provide 
a  means  of  restraint  In  new  motor  ve¬ 
hicles  to  keep  occupants  from  Impacting 
the  vehicle  Interior  In  the  event  a  crash 
o(x:urs.  The  standard  has,  since  Janu¬ 
ary  1968,  required  the  provision  of  seat 
belt  assemblies  at  each  seating  position. 
In  January  1972  the  requirements  for 
seat  belts  were  upgraded  and  options 
were  added  to  permit  the  provision  of 
restraint  that  Is  “active”  (requiring 
some  action  be  taken  by  the  vehicle 
occupant,  as  In  the  case  of  seat  belts) 
or  “passive”  (providing  protection  with¬ 
out  action  bel^  taken  by  the  occupant) . 

It  Is  generally  agreed  that  the  use 
of  a  restraint  system  by  aU  vehicle  occu¬ 
pants  has  the  potential  for  saving  an 
additional  9,000  lives  annually  UB. 
highways,  over  and  above  the  number 
of  lives  saved  at  current  seat  belt  usage 
rates.  The  problem  lies  In  the  present 
low  usage  rates  of  active  belt  systems — 
no  more  than  20  to  30  percent  any 
responsible  estimate.  Several  actions 


have  been  taken  by  the  Department  to 
modify  Standard  No.  208  in  order  to 
realize  this  potential  saving  of  9,000  lives. 
In  view  of  the  low  rate  of  use  of  active 
restraint  systems,  the  National  Highway 
Traffic  Safety  Administration  (NHTSA) 
of  the  Department  amended  Standard 
No.  208  In  1971  to  mandate  the  provi¬ 
sion  of  passive  restraints  in  all  passen¬ 
ger  cars  after  August  1975.  In  a  suit 
seeking  review  of  that  requirement,  the 
Sixth  Circuit  Court  of  Appeals  in  Chrys¬ 
ler  V.  DOT  (472  F.2d  659  (6th  Cir.  1972) ) , 
upheld  the  bcislc  validity  of  the  man¬ 
datory  passive  requirement,  but  directed 
the  NHTSA  to  issue  more  specific  dum¬ 
my  specifications  to  achieve  a  more  ob¬ 
jective  test  Instrument.  After  comply¬ 
ing  with  this  directive  In  August  1973 
(38  FR  20449;  August  1,  1973),  the 
agency  reproposed  mandatory  passive 
restraints  In  1974  (39  FR  10271; 

March  19,  1974)  but  did  not  take  final 
action.  In  1976  former  Secretary  of 
Transportation  Coleman  announced 
that  the  Department  would  decide  what 
future  occupant  crash  protection  stand¬ 
ards  would  be  Justified. 

In  June  1976  the  Department  Issued 
a  proposal  (41  FR  24077,  June  14.  1976) 
setting  forth  five  possible  courses  of 
action  for  the  future  of  Standard  No. 
208;  preservation  of  the  existing  require¬ 
ments  ac<x>mpanled  by  encouragement  of 
voluntary  belt  use;  a  program  to  estab¬ 
lish  mandatory  seat  belt  use  laws  In  each 
State:  a  field  test  to  verify  the  predicted 
efficacy  of  various  passive  restraint 
devices;  a  requirement  to  provide  passive 
restraints;  and  a  requirement  that  the 
manufacturer  offer  a  “purchaser  option” 
of  passive  restraints  in  a  representative 
portion  of  its  passenger-car  production. 
FoUowlng  a  puUlc  hearing  In  August 
1976  on  the  five  proposed  actions  and 
evaluation  of  written  comments  sub¬ 
mitted.  the  first  course  of  actlcm  was 
adopted,  continuing  the  existing  require¬ 
ments  of  the  standard  Indefinitely  (42 
FR  5071;  January  27,  1977). 

The  declsl(m  to  continue  existing  re¬ 
quirements  was  accompanied  by  the 
negotiation  of  contracts  with  automobile 
manufacturers  to  voluntarily  make  avail¬ 
able  for  sale  500,000  passlve-restralnt- 
equlpped  vehicles  In  the  nation’s  future 
passenger-car  fieet.  ’This  approach  was 
based  on  the  belief  that,  although  passive 
restraints  are  technologlcaUy  feasible 
and  would  ultimately  prevent  9,000 
highway  fatalities  annually  beyond  those 
lives  saved  by  current  useage  of  seat 
belts,  consumer  resistance  to  an  immedi¬ 
ate  mandate  of  them  could  result  In  their 
prohibition  by  Congress.  This  finding  of 
possible  consumer  resistance  was  b^ed 
in  large  part  <m  the  Department’s  experi¬ 
ence  with  the  “Ignition  Interlock”  on 
1974-  and  1975-model  passenger  cars, 
which  was  prohibited  by  Congress  be¬ 
cause  of  public  opposition. 

I  am  concerned  that  this  recent  deci¬ 
sion  by  the  Department  may  not  be  en¬ 
tirely  consistent  with  the  statutory  man¬ 
date  of  the  National  Traffic  and  Motor 
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Vehicle  Safety  Act  (the  Act)  (15  U.S.C. 
1391,  et  seq.)  to  issue  standards  to  re¬ 
duce  highway  deaths  and  injuries.  Sec¬ 
tion  103(a)  of  the  Act  directs  that 

(a)  The  Secretary  shall  establish  by  order 
appropriate  Federal  motor  vehicle  safety 
standards.  Each  such  Federal  motor  vehicle 
safety  standard  shall  be  practicable,  shall 
meet  the  need  for  motor  vehicle  safety,  and 
shall  be  stated  In  objective  terms. 

I  believe  a  decision  based  upon  an¬ 
ticipated  consumer  resistance  needs 
reconsideration  because  I  cannot  agree 
that  consumers  would  respond  to  passive 
restraints  in  the  same  fashion  as  the 
ignition-interlock.  The  ignition-interlock 
was  a  “forced-action”  system  that  re¬ 
quired  the  vehicle  occupant  to  operate 
the  seat  belts  each  time  the  car  was 
started.  This  represented  a  constant 
interference  with  the  occupant’s  behavior 
and  understandably  became  a  source  of 
irritation.  In  direct  contrast,  the  passive 
restraint  system  requires  no  action  to  be 
effective.  In  the  case  of  inflatable- 
cushion-type  restraints,  it  is  not  even 
visible  to  the  occupant. 

I  am  also  concerned  that  the  negoti¬ 
ated  contracts  represent  a  5-  to  8-year 
delay  in  any  decision  to  install  passive 
restraints  in  all  passenger  cafs.  At  this 
time,  the  Department  is  promulgating 
fuel  efBciency  standards  in  accordance 
with  Title  m  of  the  Energy  Policy  and 
Conservation  Act  (15  U.S.C.  2001,  et 
seq.)  that  are  expected  to  result  in  the 
reduction  of  the  size  and  weight  of  many 
passenger  cars.  Voluntary  reductions  in 
vehicle  size  and  weight  have  already 
occurred  in  the  case  of  General  Motors, 
which  “downsized”  its  standard-sized 
passenger  cars  for  model-year  1977.  It  is 
accepted  that,  between  vehicles  with 
comparable  structures,  the  lighter  vehi¬ 
cle  is  less  safe  for  its  occupant,  because 
less  vehicle  mass  and  crush  distance  are 
available  to  absorb  crash  forces.  Im¬ 
proved  vehicle  structures  are  expected  to 
compensate  for  reduction  in  weight  and 
size  to  some  degree,  but  it  appears  that 
the  safety  need  for  occupant  protection 
may  increase  in  the  relatively  near 
future. 

For  these  reasons  and  in  the  belief 
that  a  public  hearing  would  contribute 
to  a  well-informed  decision  on  my  part, 
I  have  decided  to  consider  further  the 
available  approaches  to  Standard  No. 
208’s  future.  I  have  proposed  three  gen¬ 
eral  courses  of  action  with  regard  to 
Standard  No.  208.  These  approaches  re¬ 
flect  my  tentative  agreement  with  the 
Department’s  earlier  finding  of  the  pro¬ 
spective  benefits  that  would  be  achieved 
by  a  seat  belt  use  or  passive  restraint  re¬ 
quirement. 

The  first  approach  proposed  would  be 
to  continue  the  existing  requirements  of 
the  standard,  reflecting  a  determination 
based  on  submitted  comments  that  the 
estimates  of  savings  in  fatalities  and  in¬ 
juries  are  significantly  overstated,  or 
that  they  are  outweighed  by  negative  im¬ 
pacts  attributable  to  a  passive  restraint 
standard  or  belt  use  law. 

The  second  approach  would  be  to  man¬ 
date  passive  restraints  along  the  lines 
proposed  by  the  Department  in  June 


1976.  The  passive  restraint  approach 
recognizes  the  low  level  of 'seat  belt  usage 
and  the  safety  need  to  protect  occupants 
in  the  absence  of  belt  use.  This  proposal 
would  require  the  installation  of  passive 
restraints  at  all  front  designated  seating 
positions  of  passenger  cars  manufac¬ 
tured  on  or  after  September  1, 1980.  Pas¬ 
sive  protection  would  be  required  in 
front  and  front-angular  Impacts  into  a 
barrier  at  speeds  up  to  30  miles  per  hour. 
A  lap  belt  would  be  required  at  each 
designated  seating  position  for  lateral 
and  rollover  protection,  unless  the  man¬ 
ufacturer  chooses  to  provide  lateral  and 
rollover  protection  by  passive  means. 

To  preserve  some  flexibility,  it  is  pro¬ 
posed  in  the  alternative  that  passive 
protection  be  implemented  first  at  either 
the  driver’s  position  or  that  of  the  right 
front  passenger.  In  this  case  “full  front” 
protection  would  follow  at  a  later  date. 
Specific  comments  on  the  nature  and 
timing  of  these  alternatives  is  requested. 

The  third  approach  would  be  to  push 
the  level  of  seat  belt  use  upward  to  the 
range  of  80-85  percent  through  the 
States’  enactment  of  mandatory  seat 
belt  use  laws.  I  have  no  illusions  about 
the  popularity  of  such  laws.  Despite 
numerous  legislative  efforts,  only  the 
Commonwealth  of  Puerto  Rico  has 
passed  a  belt  use  law.  The  Department’s 
rulemaking  docket  contains  numerous 
predictions  of  adverse  public  reaction, 
both  to  the  laws  themselves  and  to  the 
Federal  government’s  sponsorship. 

I  am  mindful  of  these  objections,  but 
the  overwhelming  evidence  of  belt  effec¬ 
tiveness  leads  me  to  propose  mandatory 
belt  use  laws  as  an  alternative  to  passive 
restraints.  Under  this  approach,  tiie  De¬ 
partment  would  secure  the  State’s  adop¬ 
tion  of  seat  belt  laws  either  through 
Congressional  approval  of  a  standard 
under  the  Highway  Safety  Act,  which 
would  affect  the  States’  highway  safety 
funds,  or  through  enactment  of  legisla¬ 
tion  akin  to  the  55  mph  speed  limit  law, 
which  would  affect  the  approval  of  Fed- 
erl  aid  highway  construction  projects. 

This  approach  has  the  benefit  of  an 
immediate  payoff  in  increased  protection, 
in  that  all  vehicles  are  fitted  with  seat 
belts  ready  for  use.  Mandatory  passive 
restraints,  in  contrast,  would  only  be 
introduced  into  about  10  percent  of  the 
vehicle  population  each  year,  reflecting 
the  present  10-year  cycle  for  passenger 
car  replacement.  Also  belt  use  laws  do 
not  involve  unfamiliar  technology  or  the 
greater  cost  and  effect  on  pr(>ductlon 
that  would  be  involved  in  passive  re¬ 
straints. 

For  a  discussion  of  the  environmental 
and  economic  effects  that  the  Depart¬ 
ment  judges  would  result  from  any  of 
the  three  proposed  courses  of  action,  in¬ 
terested  persons  are  dlre<rt«d  to  the  anal¬ 
yses  made  in  conjunction  with  the 
Department’s  June  1976  proposal  on  the 
same  subject.  A  draft  environmwital  im¬ 
pact  statement  on  mandatory  passive 
restraints  is  contained  m  the  public 
docket  on  that  rulemaking. 

This  pr(^}osal  conforms  generally  to 
the  June  1976  proposed  approaches  so 
that  the  Department  hM  already  had 
the  benefit  of  specific  views  by  all  inter¬ 


ested  parties.  Both  the  public  and  the 
Department  will  be  able  to  quickly  adapt 
relevant  analyses  based  on  the  minor 
changes  in  the  proposal. 

To  supplement  the  written  comments 
on  this  proposal,  I  have  determined  to 
hold  a  one-day  public  hearing  on  the 
issues  involved  in  this  proposal,  to  be 
chaired  by  me  with  assistance  frcrni  the 
Department  staff.  The  views  of  all  in¬ 
terested  persons,  and  in  particular  com¬ 
ponent  suppliers,  vehicle  manufacturers, 
and  researchers  or  other  specialists  in 
(X^cupant  restraint  technology  are  in¬ 
vited.  The  meeting  will  be  conducted  on 
April  27, 1977,  at  the  Departmental  Audi¬ 
torium  (Constitution  Avenue  between 
12th  and  14th  Streets,  N.W.,  Washing¬ 
ton,  D.C.),  beginning  at  9:30  a  m.  Tliose 
who  wish  to  make  presentations  should 
contact  Mr.  Hugh  Oates  (Oflace  of  Chief 
Counsel,  National  Highway  Traffic 
Safety  Administration,  Washington,  D.C. 
20590)  (202-426-9511)  not  later  than 
April  13, 1977.  Presentations  may  be  lim¬ 
ited  by  available  time. 

In  addition  to  the  public  meeting,  the 
Department  also  invites  applications  for 
financial  assistance  from  individuals  or 
organizations  that  wish  to  participate 
in  this  rulemaking  proceeding  on  Stand¬ 
ard  No.  208  but  are  financially  unable  to 
do  so.  This  Invitation  is  issued  pursuant 
to  the  recently  established  (41  FR  2863, 
January  13,  1977)  one-year  demonstra¬ 
tion  program  for  funding  of  individuals 
or  organizations  that  desire  to  partici¬ 
pate  in  designated  NHTSA  proceedings 
imder  the  National  Traffic  and  Motor 
Vehicle  Safety  Act  of  1966,  as  amended, 
the  Motor  Vehicle  Information  and  Cost 
Savings  Act,  as  amended,  and  the  High¬ 
way  Safety  Act  of  1966,  as  amended. 

All  those  applications  submitted  be¬ 
fore  the  deadline  specified  above  will  be 
evaluated  by  a  panel  of  NHTSA  and 
DOT  officials  to  determine  whether  each 
applicant  is  eligible  to  receive  funding 
imder  the  regulaticms.  In  general,  an  ap¬ 
plicant  is  deemed  eligible  if  (1)  it  repre¬ 
sents  an  interest  the  representation  of 
which  can  reasonably  be  expected  to  con¬ 
tribute  to  a  full  and  fair  determination 
of  the  issues  in  the  proceeding,  (2)'  its 
participation  is  reasonably  necessary  to 
represent  that  Interest,  (3)  it  can  compe¬ 
tently  represent  that  interest,  and  (4) 
it  lacks  sufficient  financial  resources  to 
participate  in  the  absence  of  such  as¬ 
sistance.  If  more  than  one  applicant 
representing  the  same  or  similar  interest 
is  deemed  eligible,  the  panel  either  will 
select  the  applicant  which  can  make  the 
strongest  presentation  or,  will  select 
more  than  one  ai^licant  if  the  eligible 
applicants  seek  to  present  significantly 
different  points  of  view  or  proposals. 
Payment  is  made  as  s(x>n  as  possible 
after  the  selected  applicant  has  com¬ 
pleted  its  work  and  submitted  a  claim. 
Interested  pei^ns  may  obtain  a  copy  of 
the  regulations  for  the  demonstration 
program  from  the  person  Identified 
above  as  the  c(mtact  for  further  infor¬ 
mation  regarding  the  April  27,  1977, 
hearing. 

Each  application  submitted  pursuant 
to  this  notice  should  identify  which  (ff 
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these  or  other  Issues  the  applicant  pro¬ 
poses  to  address  and  the  manner  in 
which  the  applicant  proposes  to  do  so. 

Applicants  are  urged  to  submit  their 
applications  by  the  deadline  specified 
above.  Under  the  regulations  for  the 
demonstration  program,  consideration  of 
late  applications  is  at  the  discretion  of 
the  panel  of  officials  that  wUl  review  the 
applications. 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing,  it  is 
proposed  that  Standard  No.  208  (49  CFR 
571.208)  be  amended  as  follows: 

§  371.208  [. Amended ] 

I.  Approach  I— No  change  in  any 
standard  or  regulation. 

n.  Approach  II — Standard  No.  208 
would  be  amended  by  the  addition  of 
new  occupant  crash  protection  require¬ 
ments  effective  September  1,  1980,  and 
applicable  (1)  at  all  front  designated 
seating  positions  or.  in  the  alternative. 
(2>  at  either  the  right  front  seating  po¬ 
sition  or  driver's  seating  position  fol¬ 
lowed  at  a  later  date  by  requirements  at 
all  front  designated  seating  positions. 

1.  The  new  S4.1.3  would  be  added  to 
read: 

S4.1.3  Passenger  cars  manufactured  on 
or  after  September  1,  1980.  Each  pas¬ 
senger  car  manufactured  on  or  after 
September  1,  1980,  shall — 

(a)  At  each  front  designated  seating 
position  meet  the  frontal  crash  protec¬ 
tion  requirements  of  S5.1  by  means  that 
require  no  action  by  vehicle  occupants; 

(b)  At  each  rear  designated  seating 
position  have  a  Type  1  or  Type  2  seat 
belt  assembly  that  conforms  to  Standard 
No.  209  and  to  S7.1  and  S7.2;  and 

(c>  Either — 

(1)  Meet  the  lateral  crash  protection 
requirements  of  S5.2  and  the  roll-over 
crash  protection  requirements  of  S5.3  by 
means  that  require  no  action  by  vehicle 
occupants:  or 

(2)  At  each  front  designated  seating 
position  have  a  Type  1  or  Type  2  seat 
belt  assembly  that  conforms  to  Stand¬ 
ard  No.  209  and  to  S7.1  through  S7.3a. 
and  meet  the  reauirements  of  S5.1  with 
front  test  dummies  as  required  by  S5.1. 
restrained  by  the  Type  1  or  Type  2  seat 
belt  assembly  (or  the  pelvic  portion  of 
any  Type  2  seat  belt  assembly  which  has 
a  detachable  upper  torso  belt)  in  addi¬ 
tion  to  the  means  that  require  no  action 
by  the  vehicle  occupant. 

2.  The  dates  “August  31,  1976"  and 
“August  15,  1977”  would  be  changed  to 
read  “August  31,  1980"  wherever  they 
appear  in  S5.3.  S6.2  and  S6.3. 

III.  Approach  in — No  change  in 
Standard  No.  208.  Legislation  would  be 
proposed  either  to  establish  a  seat  belt 
use  standard  under  the  Highway  Safety 
Act  (Public  Law  89-564,  as  amended;  23 
U.S.C,  401-406) ,  or  to  make  State  enact¬ 
ment  of  a  seat  belt  use  law  a  condition 
for  the  continued  approval  of  Federal  aid 
highway  construction  projects. 

Interested  persons  are  invited  to  sub¬ 
mit  comments  on  the  proposal.  It  is  re¬ 
quested  but  not  required  that  10  copies 
be  submitted. 

All  comments  received  before  the  close 
of  business  on  the  comment  closing  date 
indicated  above  will  be  considered,  and 


will  be  available  for  examination  in  the 
docket  at  the  above  address  both  before 
and  after  that  date.  To  the  extent  pos¬ 
sible.  comments  filed  after  the  closing 
date  will  also  be  considered.  However, 
the  rulemaking  action  may  proceed  at 
any  time  after  that  date,  and  comments 
received  after  the  closing  date  and  too 
late  for  consideration  in  regard  to  the 
action  will  be  treated  as  suggestions  for 
future  rulemaking.  The  Denartment  will 
continue  to  file  relevant  material  as  it 
becomes  available  in  the  docket  after 
the  closing  date,  and  it  is  recommended' 
that  interested  oersons  continue  to  ex¬ 
amine  the  docket  for  new  material. 

(Sec  103.  119.  Pub  L.  89-563,  80  Stat.  718 
(15  U.S.C.  1392.  1407)  ) 

Note;  It  is  hereby  certified  that  the  eco¬ 
nomic  and  Inflationary  impacts  of  these 
proposed  regulations  have  b^n  carefully 
evaluated  In  accordance  with  Office  of  Man¬ 
agement  and  Budget  Circular  A-107. 

Issued  on  March  21. 1977. 

Brock  Adams, 

Secretary  of  Transportation. 

[FR  Doc.77-8810  FUed  3-21-77:3:46  pm] 


INTERSTATE  COMMERCE 
COMMISSION 
[  49  CFR  Parts  1041  and  1049  ] 

lEx  Parte  No.  MC-37  (Sub-No.  92)  ] 

TERMINAL  AREAS  FOR  EXPRESS 
SHIPMENTS  BY  BUS 

Filing  of  Petition  Seeking  Institution  of 
Rulemaking 

Petitioner:  Continental  Trailways,  Inc. 

Petitioner’s  Representatives:  Eugene  T. 
Liipfert,  Mark  J.  Andrews,  Suite  1000, 
1660  L  Street.  NW.,  Washington,  D.C. 

By  petition  filed  March  9.  1977,  Con¬ 
tinental  Trailways,  Inc.,  a  motor  carrier 
of  passengers,  their  baggage,  and  express, 
seeks  the  initiation  of  a  rulemaking  to 
construe  the  operating  rights  of  motor 
carriers  of  passengers  to  include  author¬ 
ity  to  render  express  service  at  all  points 
and  places  within  the  commercial  zones, 
as  defined  by  the  Commission,  of  the  mu¬ 
nicipalities  they  are  authorized  to  serve 
and  to  provide  that  the  terminal  areas  of 
motor  carriers  of  passengers  in  connec¬ 
tion  with  the  rendition  of  express  service 
be  coextensive  with  the  terminal  areas  of 
motor  carriers  of  property  and  freight 
forwarders. 

Petitioner’s  Argument 

Petitioner  asserts  that  the  terminal 
areas  of  passenger  carriers  with  regard 
to  the  transportation  of  express  ship¬ 
ments  should  be  coextensive  with  the 
terminal  areas  of  motor  carriers  of  prop¬ 
erty  and  freight  forwarders.  Terminal 
areas  are  those  areas  within  which  the 
transportation  of  property  by  motor  ve¬ 
hicle  in  the  performance  of  transfer,  col¬ 
lection.  or  delivery  services  may  be  per¬ 
formed  under  the  exemption  provided  in 
section  202(0  of  the  Interstate  Com¬ 
merce  Act.  At  present,  motor  carriers  of 
property  and  freight  forwarders  gener¬ 
ally  have  terminal  areas  which  are  coex¬ 


tensive  with  the  commercial  zones  of  the 
municipalities  they  are  authorized  to 
serve.  ’The  operating  rights  of  these  mo¬ 
tor  carriers  and  freight  forwarders  have 
also  been  construed  to  include  authority 
to  serv’e  all  points  and  places  w’ithin  the 
commercial  zones  of  their  authorized 
municipalities.  ’The  terminal  areas  of  mo¬ 
tor  carriers,  of  passengers,  on  the  other 
hand,  are  confined  to  the  actual  limits  of 
the  municipalities  served  by  them,  for 
both  the  transportation  of  passengers 
and  express.  Petitioner  argues  that  this 
situation  discriminates  against  passenger 
carriers  insofar  as  their  express  opera¬ 
tions  are  concerned,  because  they  must 
confine  the  performance  of  their  pickup 
and  deliver>’  services  in  connection  with 
their  express  operations  to  the  limits  of 
the  municipalities  they  are  authorized  to 
serve,  while  motor  carriers  of  property 
and  freight  forwarders  may  perform 
such  services  throughout  an  area  coex¬ 
tensive  with  the  commercial  zones  of  the 
cities  they  are  authorized  to  serve. 

In  defining  the  commercial  zone  of  a 
given  municipality,  the  Commissiwi  has 
defined  an  area  which  is  adjacent  to  and 
commercially  a  part  of  that  municipal¬ 
ity.  ’The  Commission  has  concluded  that 
the  geographic  limits  of  the  terminal 
areas  of  motor  carriers  of  property  and 
freight  forwarders  should  be  coextensive 
with  the  limits  of  the  commercial  zones 
of  the  municipalities  they  are  author¬ 
ized  to  serve.  Petitioner  argues  that  by 
confining  the  terminal  areas  of  passen¬ 
ger  carriers  with  regard  to  express  serv¬ 
ice  to  the  corporate  limits  of  their  au¬ 
thorized  municipalities,  the  Commission 
has  limited  their  ability  to  provide  ex¬ 
press  service  to  the  entire  industrial, 
business,  and  residential  communities 
they  serve  as  defined  by  the  commercistl 
zones  of  these  municipalities,  for  the 
reasons  which  are  foreign  to  the  perfor¬ 
mance  of  such  service. 

In  support  of  its  charge  that  motOT 
carriers  of  passengers  have  been  un¬ 
justly  discriminated  against  by  this 
Commission,  petitioner  points  out  that 
the  Commission  has  Interpreted  the  in- 
cidental-to-air  exemption  of  203(b)  (7a) 
to  allow  airlines  and  airfreight  forward¬ 
ers  to  conduct  motor  carrier  pickup  and 
delivery  service  within  25  miles  of  their 
terminal  cities. 

Petitioner  notes  that  the  Commission 
is  aware  of  the  growth  of  Industrial  and 
commercial  activity  in  suburban  areas, 
citing  the  Commission’s  recent  decision 
In  Ex  Parte  No.  MC-37  (Sub-No.  26), 
Commercial  Zones  and  Terminal  Areas, 
decided  December  17,  1976.  While  tak¬ 
ing  no  position  on  w'hat  the  parameters 
of  commercial  zones  and  terminal  areas 
should  be.  petitioner  urges  the  Commis¬ 
sion  to  extend  to  motor  carriers  of  pas¬ 
sengers.  in  the  performance  of  their 
authorized  express  service,  the  same 
authority  accorded  to  other  carriers  of 
property  to  provide  those  services 
throughout  areas  coextensive  with  the 
ccxnmercial  zones  of  the  municipalities 
they  are  authorized  to  serve. 

Petitioner’s  basic  contention  Is  that 
the  above-described  treatment  of  pas¬ 
senger  carriers  has  arisen  as  an 
unintended  result  of  the  Commission’s 
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decisions  in  the  Sixth  and  Seventh 
Supplemental  reports  in  Ex  Parte  No. 
MC-37,  Commercial  Zones  and  Termi¬ 
nal  Areas,  which  are  set  forth  at  54 
M.C.C.  21  (1952)  and  54  M.C.C.  615 
(1952),  respectively.  In  the  Sixth  Sup¬ 
plemental  Report,  the  Commission 
found  that  the  terminal  areas  of  all  mo¬ 
tor  carriers  and  freight  forwarders 
should  be  coextensive  with  the  commer¬ 
cial  zones  of  their  authorized  munici¬ 
palities.  Subsequently,  a  number  of  com¬ 
muter  bus  lines  in  the  New  York,  N.Y. 
and  Philadelphia,  Pa.,  metropolitan 
areas  sought  reconsideration  of  this  de¬ 
cision.  complaining  that  it  w'ould  enable 
motor  carriers  of  passengers,  who  had 
historically  served  specific  cities  only,  to 
enter  into  competition  with  other  com¬ 
muter  lines  serving  neighboring  cities 
within  the  commercial  zones  of  their  au¬ 
thorized  cities.  As  a  result  of  these  com¬ 
plaints  the  Commission  in  the  Seventh 
Supplemental  Report,  withdrew  and 
vacated  its  ruling  in  the  Sixth  Supple¬ 
mental  Report  insofar  as  it  pertained 
to  motor  carriers  of  passengers.  See  54 
M.C.C.  615,  at  620.  The  Commission  de¬ 
clined,  however,  to  construe  the  operat¬ 
ing  rights  of  passenger  carriers  or  to 
define  their  terminal  areas,  and  the  sub¬ 
ject  of  express  service  was  not  discussed. 

Eight  years  later,  the  Commission,  Di¬ 
vision  1,  stated  that  the  terminal  areas 
of  passenger  carriers  are  confined  to  the 
actual  limits  of  the  municipalities  served 
by  them.  See  Greyhound  Corp. — Investi¬ 
gation  of  Certificates,  84  M.C.C.  169,  174 
(1960),  Petitioner  argues  that  in  the 
Greyhound  case  and  subsequent  cases 
which  have  relied  upon  it,  there  was  no 
examination  of  express  service  require¬ 
ments  and  practices  as  they  might  affect 
the  propriety  of  confining  the  scope  of 
that  service  to  the  corporate  limits  of 
the  authorized  service  points  for  passen¬ 
ger  carriers. 

Petitioner  contends  that  in  providing 
express  service,  motor  carriers  of  passen¬ 
gers  are  serving  the  same  sort  of  custom¬ 
ers  as  other  freight  carriers  within 
the  same  industrial,  commercial  and  res¬ 
idential  community.  Therefore,  peti¬ 
tioner  argrues,  it  is  unfair  to  limit  their 
pickup  and  delivery  service  with  regard 
to  express  service  to  the  corporate  limits 
of  their  authorized  mimicipalities,  while 
other  carriers  may  serve  the  entire  com¬ 
mercial  zone.  Petitioner  points  out  that 
the  bulk  of  bus  express  traffic  must  be 
brought  to  the  bus  station  by  the  ship¬ 
per  and  picked  up  by  the  receiver  at  the 
destination  bus  station  or  commission 
agency.  Petitioner  asserts  that  no  freight 
carrier  is  better  qualified  or  more  willing 
than  the  passenger  carriers  to  handle 
small  shipments  and  to  serve  the  small 


town  shipper,  and  avers  that  there  is  no 
reason  why  bus  companies  should  not 
be  allowed  to  provide  the  same  pickup 
and  delivery  services  in  connection  with 
express  service  as  other  freight  carriers. 

Petitioner  contends  that  the  present 
rule  has  impeded  the  growth  of  the  pas¬ 
senger  motor  carriers’  package  express 
service,  the  revenues  from  w'hich  assert- 
edly  have  helped  the  bus  industry  to 
maintain  regular-route  passenger  service 
in  the  face  of  rising  costs  and  declining 
profits.  It  argues  that  failure  to  expand 
the  terminal  areas  of  passenger  carriers 
with  regard  to  express  service  will  result 
in  severe  cut-backs  in  regular-route  pas¬ 
senger  service,  because  these  carriers  will 
not  be  able  to  obtain  sufficient  revenue 
growth  in  the  area  of  express  service  to 
offset  the  continuing  decline  in  the  prof¬ 
itability  of  their  passenger  business. 

Petitioner  points  out  that  package  ex¬ 
press  service  by  the  bus  companies  has 
grown  tremendously,  despite  their  lim¬ 
ited  pickup  and  delivery  services,  and 
argues  that  this  demonstrates  the  strong 
and  growing  demand  for  package  ex¬ 
press  service.  It  stresses  that  the  bus  in¬ 
dustry  specializes  in  the  transportation 
of  small  shipments,  an  area  in  which 
adequate  trans(>ortation  service  has  been 
a  longstanding  problem.  It  states  that 
many  small  shippers  which  used  package 
express  service  to  meet  their  transpor¬ 
tation  needs  have  relocated  outside  of 
municipal  limits  but  within  the  munici¬ 
pality’s  commercial  zone.  Petitioner  ar¬ 
gues  that  fairness  to  these  shippers  re¬ 
quires  that  passenger  carriers  be  given 
the  same  terminal  area  pickup  and  de¬ 
livery  rights  as  other  motor  carriers,  so 
that  they  can  continue  to  serve  these 
shippers. 

Petitioner  avers  that  the  proposed  rule 
change  would  not  have  any  substantial 
adverse  affect  on  existing  freight  car¬ 
riers.  It  argues  that  this  is  so  because 
the  bus  companies  are  limtied  by  the 
dimensions  of  their  equipment  and  by 
their  tariffs  to  handle  the  type  of  freight 
other  carriers  assertedly  have  been  un¬ 
willing  to  handle  because  of  its  unprofit¬ 
ability  for  them.  Petitioner  also  asserts 
that  the  proposed  rule  change  would  not 
interfere  with  passenger  carriage  because 
express  pickup  and  delivery  services 
would  generally  be  performed  by  vehicles 
assigned  for  that  purpose,  but  it  would 
enable  passenger  carriers  to  utilize  more 
of  their  freight  carrying  capacity,  and 
increase  their  profits. 

Specific  Proposal 

Petitioner  proposes  that  this  Commis¬ 
sion,  by  means  of  a  general  rulemaking 
proceeding,  (1)  construe  the  operating 
rights  of  motor  carriers  of  passengers 
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to  include  authority  to  provide  express 
service  at  all  points  or  places  which  are 
within  the  commerciaJ  zones  of  the 
municipalities  they  are  authorized  to 
serve,  and  (2)  find  that  the  terminal 
areas  of  motor  carriers  of  passengers  in 
connection  with  the  performance  of  ex¬ 
press  service  Are  coextensive  with  the 
terminal  areas  of  other  motor  carriers 
of  oroperty  and  freight  forwarders.  Pe¬ 
titioner  proposes  that  the  Commission 
accomplish  these  obiectives  by  amending 
the  Code  of  Federal  Regulations,  Title  49, 
Chapter  X,  Subchapter  A.  Part  1041, 
§5  1041.20  and  1041.21,  and  Part  1049, 
§5  1049.1  and  1049.2.  by  deleting  the 
words  “of  Dcopertv”  wherever  they  ap¬ 
pear  following  the  words  “motor  carrier’’. 
Although  it  was  not  mentioned  in  the 
petition,  the  Commission  will  also  con¬ 
sider  amending  §  1041.22  of  the  regula¬ 
tions  and  will  consider  amending  all  of 
the  involved  section.s  of  the  regulations 
by  insert, ing  the  words  "or  motor  carrier 
of  pas.sengers  in  the  transportation  of 
express’’  after  the  words  “motor  carrier 
of  pronerty’’  wherever  they  appear 
rather  than  be  deleting  the  words  “of 
property’’  as  proposed  by  petitioner. 

Procedural  Matters 

Oral  hearings  do  not  appear  to  be  nec¬ 
essary  at  this  time,  and  none  is  contem¬ 
plated.  Anyone  wishing  to  present  their 
views  and  evidence,  either  in  support  of, 
or  in  opposition  to  the  action  proposed 
in  this  order  may  do  so  by  submission  of 
written  data,  views,  or  arguments.  Any¬ 
one  interested  in  making  representations 
in  favor  of.  or  against  the  proposed  reg¬ 
ulations  is  hereby  invited  to  do  so  by  the 
submission  of  written  data,  views,  or 
arguments.  An  original  and  15  copies 
(wherever  possible)  of  such  data,  views, 
or  arguments,  shall  be  filed  with  the 
Commission  on  ot  before  May  24,  1977, 
All  such  statements  will  be  considered  as 
evidence  and  as  a  part  of  the  record  in 
the  proceeding. 

Written  materials  or  suggestions  sub¬ 
mitted  will  be  available  for  public  in¬ 
spection  at  the  offices  of  the  Interstate 
Commerce  Commission.  12th  and  Ccm- 
stitution  Avenue,  NW.,  Washington,  D.C., 
during  regular  business  hours.  Notice  to 
the  general  public  of  the  matter  herein 
under  consideration  will  be  given  by  de¬ 
positing  a  copy  of  tliis  notice  in  the  Of¬ 
fice  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Commission 
for  public  inspection  and  by  filing  a  copy 
thereof  with  the  Director,  Office  of  the 
Federal  Register. 

By  the  Commission. 

.  Robert  L.  Oswald, 

Secretary. 

|FR  Doc.77-8811  PUed  3-23-77:8:45  am) 
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notices 


This  section  of  tho  FEDERAL  REGISTER  contains  documents  other  than  rules  or  proposed  rules  that  are  applicable  to  the  public.  Notices 
of  hearings  and  investigations,  committee  meetings,  agency  decisions  and  rulings,  delegations  of  authority,  filing  of  petitions  and  applications 
and  agency  statements  of  organization  and  functions  are  examples  of  documents  appearing  in  this  section. 


ADMINISTRATIVE  CONFERENCE 
OF  THE  UNITED  STATES 
ADVISORY  COMMITTEES 
Review 

The  President  and  the  Office  of  Man¬ 
agement  and  Budget  have  requested  a 
review  of  all  Federal  advisory  commit¬ 
tees.  to  determine: 

(a)  Whether  each  such  committee  is 
carrying  out  its  purpose; 

(b)  Whether,  consistent  with  the  pro¬ 
visions  of  applicable  statutes,  the  respon¬ 
sibilities  assigned  to  it  should  be  revised : 

(c)  Whether  it  should  be  merged  with 
other  advisory  committees;  or 

(d)  Whether  it  should  be  abolished. 

Although  the  Administrative  Confer¬ 
ence  of  the  United  States  is  a  separate, 
independent  Federal  agency,  it  has  been 
understood  to  be  an  “advisory  commit¬ 
tee"  within  section  3  of  the  Federal 
Advisory  Committee  Act.  since  it  makes 
recommendations  to  other  agencies  and 
to  the  President  as  well  as  to  the  Con¬ 
gress  and  to  the  Judicial  Conference  of 
the  United  States) .  Threfore,  to  respond 
to  the  President’s  request,  the  review  in 
terms  of  the  above  questions  (a)-fd)  is 
directed  at  the  entire  agency,  treated  as 
an  advisory  committee  for  this  purpose. 

The  Conference  was  established  by  the 
Administrative  Conference  Act  of  1964. 
5  U.S  C  571-576,  as  amended.  Its  struc¬ 
ture  and  operations  are  described  in  its 
Stateri'iit  of  Organization  and  Purpose 
and  its  By-Law's,  set  forth  in  1  CFR  Parts 
301  and  302. 

Members  of  the  public  are  invltted  to 
comment  with  respect  to  the  questions 
listed  above  as  they  may  apply  to  the 
Administrative  Conference  of  the  United 
States.  Comments  should  be  addressed  to 
the  Executive  Director.  Administrative 
Conference  of  the  United  States.  2120  L 
Street  NW.,  Suite  500,  Washington.  D  C. 
20037,  to  be  received  no  later  than 
April  8.  1977. 

*•  Richard  K.  Berg. 

Executive  Secretary. 

March  21.  1977. 

(FR  Doc.77-8841  PUed  3-23-77:8:45  am| 


DEPARTMENT  OF 
AGRICULTURE 
Farmers  Home  Administration 
( De  slgnatlon  Number  A46 1 )  - 

ARKANSAS 

Designation  of  Emergency  Areas 

The  Secretary  of  Agriculture  has  de¬ 
termined  that  farming,  ranching,  or 
aquaculture  operations  have  been  sub¬ 
stantially  affected  in  the  following 
Arkansas  Counties  as  a  result  of  drought 


August  15  through  December  20.  1976.  in 
Baxter  County;  July  1  through  Decem¬ 
ber  31.  1976,  in  Benton  County;  Septem¬ 
ber  1  through  December  9, 1976,  in  Boone 
County:  July  1  through  Decem¬ 
ber  31.  1976.  in  Carroll  County;  July  1 
through  December  31,  1976,  in  Madison 
County;  July  15  through  Decem¬ 
ber  31.  1976,  in  Marion  County;  Septem¬ 
ber  1  through  November  30.  1976,  in 
Newton  County :  and  May  1  through  De¬ 
cember  31.  1976.  in  Washington  County. 

Therefore,  the  Secretary  has  desig¬ 
nated  this  area  as  eligible  for  emergency 
loans  pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  the 
Consolidated  Farm  and  Rural  Develop¬ 
ment  Act.  as  amended  by  Public  Law  94- 
68,  and  the  provisions  of  7  CFR  1832.3(b) 
including  the  recommendation  of  Gov¬ 
ernor  David  H.  Pryor  that  such  designa¬ 
tion  be  made. 

Applications  for  emergency  loans  must 
be  received  by  this  Department  no  later 
than  May  6,  1977,  for  phjsical  losses  and 
December  7.  1977  for  production  losses, 
except  that  qualified  borrowers  who  re¬ 
ceive  initial  loans  pursuant  to  this  des¬ 
ignation  may  be  eligible  for  subsequent 
loans.  The  urgency  of  the  need  for  loans 
.in  the  designated  area  makes  it  impracti¬ 
cable  and  contrary  to  the  public  interest 
to  give  advance  notice  of  proposed  rule- 
making  and  invite  public  participation. 

Done  at  Washington,  DC,  this  18th 
day  of  March.  1977. 

Frank  W.  Naylor,  Jr., 

Acting  Administrator, 
Farmers  Home  Administration. 

(FR  Doc  77-8726  Filed  3-23-77:8:45  am] 


(Designation  Number  A464I] 

TEXAS 

Designation  of  Emergency  Areas 

The  Secretary  of  Agriculture  has  de¬ 
termined  that  fanning,  ranching,  or 
aquaculture  operations  have  been  sub¬ 
stantially  affected  in  La  Salle  County, 
Texas,  as  a  result  of  drought  October  30, 

1975.  through  July  3,  1976;  excessive 
rainfall  July  4. 1976,  through  January  21, 
1977;  and  an  early  frost  November  12 
and  13. 1976.  ' 

'Therefore.  th*e  Secretary  has  desig¬ 
nated  this  area  as  eligible  for  emergency 
loans  pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  the 
Consolidated  Farm  and  Rural  Develop¬ 
ment  Act.  as  amended  by  Public  Law  94- 
68,  and  the  provisions  of  7  CFR  1832.3(b) 
including  the  recommendation  of  Gover¬ 
nor  Dolph  Briscoe  that  such  designation 
be  made 

Applications  for  emergency  loans  must 
be  received  by  this  Department  no  later 
than  May  9.  1977.  for  physical  losses  and 


December  9,  1977,  for  production  losses, 
except  that  qualified  borrowers  who  re¬ 
ceive  initial  loans  pursuant  to  this  desig¬ 
nation  may  be  eligible  for  subsequent 
loans.  The  urgency  of  the  need  for  loans 
in  the  designated  area  makes  it  imprac¬ 
ticable  and  contrary  to  the  public  in 
terest  to  give  advance  notice  of  proposed 
rulemaking  and  invite  public  participa¬ 
tion. 

Done  at  Washington.  D.C.,  this  18th 
day  of  March  1977. 

Frank  W,  Naylor.  Jr.. 

Administrator, 

Farmers  Home  Administration. 

(FR  Doc ,77-8727  Filed  3-23-77:8:45  siMl 


Forest  Service 

TIMBER  MANAGEMENT  PLAN  REVISION 
FOR  THE  BLACK  HILLS  NATIONAL 
FOREST 

Availability  of  Final  Environmental 
Statement 

Pursuant  to  Section  102(2)  (C)  of  the 
National  Environmental  Policy  Act  of 
1969,  the  Forest  Service.  Department  of 
Agriculture,  has  prepared  a  final  en¬ 
vironmental  statement  for  the  Timber 
Management  Plan  Revision  for  the  Black 
Hills  National  Forest.  The  Forest  Serv¬ 
ice  report  number  is  USDA-F>?-R2-FFS 
(Adm)  FY-76-08. 

The  environmental  statement  con¬ 
cerns  a  revision  of  the  FY  1963-1973 
Timber  Management  Plan  (extended  to 
June  1977)  for  the  Black  Hills  National 
Forest. 

The  draft  environmental  statement 
was  transmitted  to  CEQ  on  April  9, 

1976. 

This  final  environmental  statement 
was  transmitted  to  CEQ  on  March  18. 

1977. 

Copies  are  available  for  inspection 
during  regular  w’orking  hours  at  the  fol¬ 
lowing  locations: 

USDA,  Fore«st  Service.  So.  Agriculture  Bldg- 
Room  3230.  12th  St.  &  Independence  Ave., 
SVV,  Washington.  D.C.  20250. 

USDA.  Forest  Service.  11177  West  8th  Ave¬ 
nue,  P.O.  Box  25127,  Denver.  Colorado 
80225. 

USDA,  Forest  Service,  Black  Hills  National 
Forest.  330  Mt.  Rushmore  Road.  Custer. 
South  Dakota  57730. 

A  limited  number  of  single  copies  are 
available  uoon  reouest  to  Craig  W.  Rupp. 
Regional  Forester,  USDA  Forest  Service. 
11177  West  8th  Avenue.  P.O.  Box  25127. 
Denver,  Colorado  80225. 

Frank  P.  Smeoley, 
Acting  Forest  Supervisor. 

March  18. 1977. 

(FR  Doc.77-8843  Filed  3-23-77:8:45  am] 
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NOTICES 


TIMPAS  UNIT  GRAZING  ADVISORY 
BOARD 

Meeting 

The  Timpas  Unit  Grazing  Advisory 
Board  will  meet  at  1:30  p.m.  on  May  11, 
1977,  at  the  Forest  Service  Office,  East 
Highway  50,  La  Junta,  Colorado  81050. 

The  purpose  of  this  meeting  is  for  the 
Timpas  Unit  Grazing  Advisory  Board  to 
discuss  drought  conditions  and  manage¬ 
ment  situations  on  the  Timpas  Unit  of 
the  Comanche  National  Grassland. 

The  meeting  will  be  open  to  the  public. 
Persons  who  wish  to  attend  should  notify 
the  U.S.  Forest  Service  Office,  P.O.  Box 
817,  La  Junta,  Colorado  81050,  (303)  384- 
2181.  Written  statements  may  be  filed 
with  the  Board  before  or  after  the  meet¬ 
ing. 

The  Board  has  no  established  rules  for 
public  participation. 

R.  N.  Ridings, 
Forest  Supervisor. 

March  17,  1977. 

[FR  Doc.77-8842  Filed  3-23-77:8:45  am] 

MANAGEMENT  PLAN  WESTERN  SPRUCE 
BUDWORM 

Availability  of  Draft  Environmental 
Statement 

Pursuant  to  section  102(2)  (C)  of  the 
National  Environmental  Policy  Act  of 
1969,  the  Forest  Service,  Department  of 
Agriculture,  has  prepared  a  draft  envi¬ 
ronmental  statement  for  the  Western 
Spruce  Budworm  Management  Plan, 
Forest  Service  Report  Number  USDA- 
FS-Rl-DES-Adm-77-9. 

The  environmental  statment  concerns 
the  proposed  management  of  western 
spruce  budworm  on  987,319  acres  out  of 
a  total  infestation  of  3,151,985  acres.  The 
plan  covers  all  affected  lands  with 
aerially  visible  defoliation  in  1976, 
regardless  of  ownership,  including  lands 
administered  by  the  USDA-Forest  Serv¬ 
ice;  USDI-Bureau  of  Land  Management, 
National  Park  Service,  and  Bureau  of 
Indian  Affairs;  and  State  and  private 
lands. 

This  draft  environmental  statement 
w'as  transmitted  to  CEQ  on  March  21, 
1977. 

Copies  are  available  for  inspection  dur¬ 
ing  regular  working  hours  at  the  follow¬ 
ing  locations: 

USDA,  Forest  Service,  South  Agriculture 
Bldg.,  Room  3230,  12th  St.  and  Independ¬ 
ence  Ave.  SW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20250. 
USDA,  Forest  Service,  Northern  Region,  Fed¬ 
eral  Building,  Missoula,  Montana  59801. 
USDA,  Forest  Service,  Beaverhead  National 
Forest,  P.O.  Box  1258,  Dillon,  Montana 
59725. 

USDA,  Forest  Service,  Bitterroot  National 
Forest,  316  North  Third  Street,  Hamilton, 
Montana  59840. 

USDA,  Fewest  Service,  Clearwater  National 
Forest,  Route  4,  Orofino,  Idaho  83544. 
USDA.  Forest  Service,  Custer  National  Forest, 
P.O.  Box  2556,  Billings.  Montana  59101. 
USDA,  Forest  Service,  Deerlodge  National 
Forest,  Federal  Building.  Box  400,  Butte, 
Montana  59701. 


USDA.  Forest  Service.  Flathead  National 
Forest,  290  North  Main,  P.O.  Box  147, 
Kallspell,  Montana  59901. 

USDA,  Forest  Service,  Gallatin  National 
Forest,  Federal  Building,  Box  130,  Boze¬ 
man,  Montana  59715. 

USDA,  Forest  Service,  Helena  National  For¬ 
est,  Steamboat  Block  Building,  616  Helena 
Avenue,  Helena,  Montana  59601. 

USDA,  Forest  Service,  Idaho  Panhandle  Na¬ 
tional  Forests.  P.O.  Box  310,  Coeur  d'Alene. 
Idaho  83814. 

USDA,  Forest  Service,  Kootenai  National 
Forest,  418  Mineral  Avenue.  Libby,  Mon¬ 
tana  59923. 

USDA,  Forest  Service.  Lewis  and  Clark  Na¬ 
tional  Forest.  Federal  Buldlng,  Great  Falls, 
Montana  59403. 

USDA,  Forest  Service,  Lolo  National  Forest, 
Building  24,  Fort  Missoula,  Missoula, 
Montana  59801. 

A  limited  number  of  singlp  copies  are 
available  upon  request  to: 

USDA,  Forest  Service,  Forest  Insect  and  Dis¬ 
ease  Management.  Federal  Building,  Mis¬ 
soula,  Montana  59801. 

Copies  of  the  environmental  statement 
have  been  sent  to  various  Federal.  State, 
and  local  agencies  as  outlined  in  the  CEQ 
guidelines. 

Comments  are  invited  from  the  public 
and  from  State  and  local  agencies  which 
are  authorized  to  develop  and  enforce 
environmental  standards,  and  from 
Federal  agencies  having  jurisdiction  by 
law  or  special  expertise  with  respect  to 
any  environmental  impact  involved  for 
which  comments  have  not  been  request¬ 
ed  specifically. 

Comments  concerning  the  proposed 
action  and  requests  for  addition  infor¬ 
mation  should  be  addressed  to  Regional 
Forester  Robert  H.  Torheim,  Forest  In¬ 
sect  and  Disease  Management,  Federal 
Building,  Missoula,  Montana  59801. 
Comments  must  be  received  by  April  19. 
1977,  in  order  to  be  considered  in  the 
preparation  of  the  final  environmental 
statement. 

Keith  M.  Thompson, 

Acting  Regional  Forester. 
Northern  Region,  Forest  Service. 

March  21, 1977. 

[FR  Doc.77-8820  FMed  3-23-77:8:45  am] 


Soil  Conservation  Service 

CROW  AND  BROAD  CANYONS  AND  PLA- 
CITAS  ARROYO  WATERSHED  PROJECT, 
NEW  MEXICO 

Availability  of  Negative  Declaration 

Pursurant  to  Section  102(2X0  of  the 
National  Environmental  Policy  Act  of 
1969;  part  1500.6(e)  of  the  Council  on 
Environmental  Quality  Guidelines  (38 
PR  20550)  August  1. 1973;  and  part  650.- 
8(b)(3)  of  the  Soil  Conservation  Serv¬ 
ice  Guidelines  (39  FR  19651)  June  3. 
1974;  the  Soil  Conservation  Service,  U.S. 
Department  of  Agriculture,  gives  notice 
that  an  environmental  impact  statement 
is  not  being  prepared  for  the  Placitas 
Arroyo  Subwatershed  of  the  Crow  and 
Broad  Canyons  and  Placitas  Arroyo 
Watershed  Project,  Dona  Ana  and  Sierra 
Coimties,  New  Mexico. 


The  environmental  assessment  of  this 
federally  assisted  action  indicates  that 
the  project  will  not  create  significant 
adverse  local,  regional,  or  national  im¬ 
pacts  on  the  environment  and  that  no 
significant  controversy  is  associated  with 
the  project.  As  a  result  of  these  findings, 
Mr.  A.  W.  Hamelstrom,  State  Conserva¬ 
tionist.  Soil  Conservation  Service,  USDA, 
Box  2007,  517  Gold  Avenue  SW,  Albuqu¬ 
erque,  New  Mexico  87103,  has  determined 
that  the  preparation  and  review  of  an 
environmental  impact  statement  is  not 
needed  for  this  project. 

The  project  concerns  a  plan  for  wat¬ 
ershed  protection,  sediment  reduction, 
and  flood  prevention.  The  planned 
works  of  improvement  include  conser¬ 
vation  land  treatment  supplemented  by 
seven  single-purpose  fioodwater  retard¬ 
ing  structures,  a  fioodwater  diversion 
structure,  and  three  grade  stabilization 
structures.  Two  of  the  7  fioodwater  re¬ 
tarding  structures  and  the  3  grade  sta¬ 
bilization  structures  have  already  been 
constructed  and  are  in  operation. 

The  environmental  assessment  file  is 
available  for  inspection  during  regular 
working  hours  at  the  following  location: 
Soil  Conservation  Service,  USDA,  Fed¬ 
eral  Building,  Room  3301,  517  Gold  Ave¬ 
nue  SW,  Albuquerque,  New  Mexico 
87103. 

No  administrative  action  on  imple¬ 
mentation  of  the  proposal  will  be  taken 
until  15  days  after  the  date  of  this  pub¬ 
lication  (April  8, 1977) . 

(Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance 
Program  No.  10.904,  National  Archives  Ref¬ 
erence  Services.) 

Dated:  March  17, 1977. 

Joseph  W.  Haas, 
Assistant  Administrator  for 
Water  Resources.  Soil  Con¬ 
servation  Service. 

(FR  Doc.77-8844  FUed  3-23-77:8:45  am) 

DENTON  CREEK  WATERSHED 
PROJECT,  TEXAS 

Availability  of  Negative  Declaration 

Pursuant  to  Section  102(2)  (C)  of  the 
National  Environmental  Policy  Act  of 
1969;  the  Council  on  Environmental 
Quality  Guidelines  (40  CFR  Part  1500) ; 
and  the  Soil  Conservation  Service 
Guidelines  (7  CFR  Part  650) ;  the  Soil 
Conservation  Service,  U.S.  Department 
of  Agriculture,  gives  notice  that  an  en¬ 
vironmental  impact  statement  is  not  be¬ 
ing  prepared  for  the  Denton  Creek  Wa¬ 
tershed  project.  Montague,  Wise,  Den¬ 
ton.  Cooke  and  Tarrant  Counties,  Texas. 

The  environmental  assessment  of  this 
federal  action  indicates  that  the  project 
will  not  create  significant  adverse  local, 
regional,  or  national  impacts  on  the  en¬ 
vironment  and  that  no  significant  con¬ 
troversy  is  associated  with  the  project. 
As  a  result  of  these  findings,  Mr.  George 
C.  Marks,  State  Conservationist,  Soil 
Conservation  Service,  has  determined 
that  the  preparation  and  review  of  an 
environmental  impact  statement  is  not 
needed  for  this  project. 


FEDERAL  REGISTER,  VOL.  42,  NO.  57— THURSDAY,  MARCH  24,  1977 


NOTICES 


10911 


The  project  concerns  a  plan  for  wa¬ 
tershed  protection  and  flood  prevention. 
The  remaining  planned  works  of  Im¬ 
provement  as  described  in  the  negative 
declaration  include  the  instaUatlon  of 
grade  stabilization  structure  Nos.  16-1 
and  16-2. 

The  environmental  assessment  file  is 
available  for  inspection  during  regular 
w'orking  hours  at  the  following  location: 

T7SDA,  Soil  Conservation  Service,  W.  R.  Poage 
Federal  Building,  101  South  Main  Street, 
Temple,  Texas  76501. 

Request  for  the  negative  declaration 
should  be  sent  to: 

P.O.  Box  648,  Temple,  Texas  76501. 

No  administrative  action  on  imple¬ 
mentation  of  the  proposal  will  be  taken 
until  15  days  after  the  date  of  this  pub¬ 
lication  (April  8,  1977). 

(Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance  Pro¬ 
gram  No.  10.904,  Flood  Control  Act — Pub:ic 
Law  76-534,  58  Stat.  905.) 

Dated:  March  17.  1977. 

Joseph  VV.  H.4as. 
Assistant  Administrator  for 
Water  Resources,  Soil  Con¬ 
servation  Service. 

IFR  Doc.77-8845  Filed  3-23-77;8;45  am) 


POTEAU  RIVER  WATERSHED  PROJECT, 
ARKANSAS 

Availability  of  Negative  Declaration 

Pursuant  to  Section  102(2X0  of  the 
National  Environmental  Policy  Act  of 
1969;  the  Council  on  Environmental 
Quality  Guidelines  (40  CPR  Part  1500) ; 
and  the  Soil  Conservation  Service 
Guidelines  (7  CFR  Part  650) ;  the  Soil 
Conservation  Service,  U.S.  Department 
of  Agriculture,  gives  notice  that  an  en¬ 
vironmental  impact  statement  is  not  be¬ 
ing  prepared  for  the  Poteau  River  Water¬ 
shed  project,  Scott  County,  Arkansas, 
and  Lenore  Coimty,  Oklahoma. 

The  environmental  assessment  of  this 
federal  action  indicates  that  the  proj¬ 
ect  will  not  create  significant  adverse  lo¬ 
cal.  regional,  or  national  impacts  on  the 
environment  and  that  no  significant 
controversy  is  associated  with  the  proj¬ 
ect.  As  a  result  of  these  findings,  Mr.  M. 
J.  Spears,  State  Conservationist,  Soil 
Conservation  Service,  has  determined 
that  the  preparation  and  review  of  an 
environmental  impact  statement  is  not 
needed  for  this  project. 

The  project  concerns  a  plan  for  water¬ 
shed  protection,  flood  prevention,  recre¬ 
ation,  and  municipal  water  supply.  The 
planned  works  of  improvement  include 
conservation  land  treatment  supple¬ 
mented  by  16  single -purpose  floodwater 
retarding  structures,  one  multiple-pur- 
pose  structure  for  recreation  and  flood- 
water  retardation,  and  one  multiple- 
purpose  structure  for  municipal  water 
supply  and  flocxlwater  retardation.  All 
structural  works  of  improvement  except 
for  four  single-purpose  floodwater  re¬ 
tarding  structure  have  been  installed. 

TTie  negative  declaration  is  being  filed 
with  the  Council  on  Environmental  Qual¬ 
ity  and  copies  are  being  sent  to  various 


federal,  state,  and  local  agencies.  The 
basic  data  developed  during  the  envi¬ 
ronmental  assessment  is  on  file  and  may 
be  reviewed  by  interested  parties  at  the 
Soil  Conservation  Senlce,  Ro<Mn  5029, 
Federal  BuUding,  700  West  Capitol,  LitUe 
Rock,  Arkansas  72203.  A  limited  number 
of  copies  of  the  negative  declaration  is 
available  from  the  same  address  to  fill 
single  copy  requests. 

No  administrative  action  on  imple¬ 
mentation  of  the  proposal  will  be  taken 
until  15  days  after  the  date  of  this  pub¬ 
lication  (April  8,  1977  >. 

(Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  .Assistance  Pro¬ 
gram  No.  10.904,  (Watershed  Protection  and 
Flood  Prevention  Program — Public  Law  83- 
566,  16  use  1001-1008.) 

Dated:  March  17,  1977. 

Joseph  W.  Ha.^s. 

Assistant  Ad7ninistrator  for 
Water  Resources,  Soil  Con¬ 
servation  Service. 

IFR  Doc.77-8846  Filed  3-23-77:8:45  am] 

CIVIL  AERONAUTICS  BOARD 

IDockets  30635,  28966;  Order  77-3-108] 

ARIZONA  SERVICE  INVESTIGATION  AND 
COCHISE  AIRLINES,  INC. 

Order  Instituting  Investigation 

Adopted  by  the  Civil  Aeronautics 
Board  at  its  office  in  Washington,  D.C.  on 
the  18th  day  of  March,  1977. 

On  December  10. 1976,  the  Arizona  and 
California  Parties  ’  and  Cochise  Airlines  * 
filed  a  motion  for  hearing  on  Cochise's 
application  for  subsidy  and  a  certificate 
of  public  convenience  and  necessity  over 
its  existing  system  plus  the  cities  of  Los 
Angeles,  Blythe,  El  Centro,  Ft.  Hua- 
chuca/Sierra  Vista,  and  Douglas.’ 

Answers  in  support  of  the  motion  were 
filed  by  the  Department  of  Defense,  De- 


>  Tbe  State  of  Arizona;  the  .Arizona  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Transportation:  State  of  Arizona 
Transportation  Board;  Arizona  Corporation 
Commission:  Arizona  State  Chamber  of  Com¬ 
merce;  Arizona  Association  of  Metropolitan 
Chamber  of  Commerce;  City  of  Tucson:  Tuc¬ 
son  Airport  Authority;  Tucson  Chamber  of 
Commerce;  City  of  Kingman;  Pinal  County 
Board  of  Supervisors;  Mohave  County  Board 
of  Supervisors:  Winslow  County  Board  of 
Supervisors;  Winslow  Chamber  of  Commerce; 
Town  of  Parker,  Coconino  County  Board  of 
Supervisors;  Navajo  County  Board  of  Super¬ 
visors;  Flagstaff  CTiamber  of  Commerce:  Si¬ 
erra  Vista  Chamber  of  Cemmerce;  Cochise 
County  Board  of  Supervisors;  City  of  Doug¬ 
las;  Town  of  Huachuca  City;  Douglas  CTham- 
ber  of  Commerce;  Town  of  Wellton;  City  of 
Winslow;  Greater  Blsbee  Chamber  of  Com¬ 
merce;  City  of  Blythe;  Blythe  Chamber  of 
Commerce;  and  the  City  of  Prescott. 

“Cochise  Is  an  vtncertificated  Part  298  car¬ 
rier  operating  over  the  following  routings 
radiating  out  of  Phoenix:  Phoenlx-Tucson; 
Phoenlx-Yuma;  Phoenix-Flagstaff-Grand 
Canyon-Page;  and  Phoenlx-Prescott-Lake 
Havasu-Klngman-Las  Vegas.  O.A.a.  Febru¬ 
ary  15,  1977. 

“Under  the  applicant's  proposal.  Hughes 
.Alrwest  would  be  suspended/deleted  at 
Blythe,  El  Centro,  and  Yuma,  and  Frontier  at 
Winslow  and  possibly  Flagstaff.  In  addition, 
Hughes  Alrwest  would  be  suspended  deleted 
In  the  Grand  Canyon-Phoenix  market. 


partment  of  Transportation.  Four  Cor¬ 
ners  Regional  Commission.  Yuma  County 
Bar  Ass<x:iation,  Yuma  County  Airport 
Authority,  <2ity  of  El  Centro.  City  of 
Yuma,  Congressional  Delegation  of  the 
State  of  Arizona,'  and  Arizona  State 
Senator  Jones  Osborn. 

On  March  2.  1977.  the  State  of  Ari¬ 
zona*  filed  a  motion  for  immediate  de¬ 
cision  on  the  motion  for  hearing. 

ETpon  consideration  of  the  pleadings 
and  all  the  relevant  facts,  we  have  de¬ 
cided  to  institute  an  Arizona  service  in¬ 
vestigation  and  consolidate  Cochise  Air¬ 
lines’  application  to  the  extent  deter¬ 
mined  by  the  Board  in  a  sub-sequent  order 
setting  forth  the  scope  of  the  issues. 

Cochise’s  application  is  unique  and 
could  have  far  reaching  consequences, 
not  only  because  it  is  requesting  certifi¬ 
cation  and  subsidy,  but  because  its  ap¬ 
plication  requests  d)  the  involuntary 
suspension  /  deletion  of  subsidized  l(x:al 
service  carriers  at  five  or  six  points 
(Blythe.  El  Centro,  Flagstaff,*  Page. 
Winslow,  and  Yuma);  (2)  that  four 
points  which  are  currently  suspended  or 
have  been  deleted  from  the  U.S.  air  map 
<  Douglas,  Kingman,  Prescott,  and  Wins¬ 
low)  be  reactivated  for  certificated  serv¬ 
ice;  and  (3)  that  two  cities  (Ft.  Hua¬ 
chuca  Sierra  Vista  and  Lake  Havasu), 
which  have  not  been  certificated,  be 
added  to  the  system. 

While  we  have  decided  to  set  this  mat¬ 
ter  for  hearing,  as  set  forth  below,  we 
need  certain  information  before  we  can 
establLsh  the  scope  of  the  proceeding.' 
First,  since  neither  Hughes  Airwest  nor 
Frontier  has  filed  answers  to  the  instant 
application,  we  do  not  know  whether 
they  plan  to  support  or  oppose  the  pro¬ 
posed  suspension,  deletion  of  their  au¬ 
thority.  Consequently,  we  will  direct 
them  to  file  comments  indicating  their 
positions  on  this  issue.  In  addition.  Air- 
west  and  Frontier  should  set  forth  their 
schedule  plans  at  the  six  cities  at  which 
Cochise  reciuests  their  suspension,  dele¬ 
tion.'  We  also  direct  the  civic  parties  at 
these  cities  to  address  the  issue  of  whe¬ 
ther  Cochise  or  another  air  carrier  utiliz¬ 
ing  small  aircraft  should  replace  Hughes 
Airwest  and  or  Frontier.  Finally,  we  will 
direct  Cochise  to  supply  additional  infor¬ 
mation  as  to  1 1)  complete  stock  owner¬ 
ship  andl  creditors:  <2)  its  1975  and  1976 


*  Senator  Barry  Goldwater,  Senator  Deunls 
De  Conclnl.  and  Representative  Morris  K. 
Udall. 

‘The  Honorable  Raul  Castro.  Governor  of 
Arizona,  and  the  Arizona  Department  of 
Tran  sportatlon . 

•  It  Is  unclear  whether  the  applicant  Is  re¬ 
questing  that  Frontier  be  suspended,  deleted 
at  Flagstaff. 

^Normally,  staff  components  of  the  Board 
become  parties  to  proceedings  at  the  time  of 
the  instituting  order.  Because  of  the  need  In 
this  case  for  further  expert  analysis  the 
facts  and  legal  issties.  no  staff  component 
will  become  a  party  untU  the  second  order 
has  been  Issued. 

■  In  the  case  of  Hughes  Alrwest.  speclflcally 
address  the  question  of  whether  current 
corporate  plans  call  for  the  sale  of  all  F-37 
aircraft  and.  If  so,  the  type  of  aircraft  to  bo 
substituted  therefor. 
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financial  results;  “  (3)  the  dates  and 
amounts  of  any  funds  received  from  the 
Four  Comers  Regional  Commission  and/ 
or  the  State  of  Arizona,”  and  (4)  a  break¬ 
down  of  the  proposed  operating,  traffic 
and  financial  forecasts  into  the  following 
sections:  (a)  routings  and  points  served 
as  of  February  15,  1977;  (b)  additional 
sen’ices  proposed  in  Arizona,  viz.  Doug¬ 
las.  Ft.  Huachuca,  and  Winslow;  and 
<c)  the  California  extension,  viz.  Blj’the, 
El  Centro,  and  Yuma-west  operations. 
Sijecify  what  the  first  forecast  year  is. 
and  whether  it  is  intended  to  be  the  first 
normalized  year. 

All  applications,  motions  to  consolidate 
and  comments  in  resp<Mise  to  this  order 
must  be  filed  within  20  days  of  the  date 
of  sendee  of  this  order.  Answers  to  mo¬ 
tions  and  replies  to  comments  filed  pur¬ 
suant  to  this  directive  will  be  due  10  days 
thereafter.  An  environmental  evaluation 
pursuant  to  Part  312  of  the  Board’s 
Procedural  Regulations  shall  be  filed  by 
Cochise  Airlines  and  any  other  awJlicant 
in  the  proceeding  within  60  days  of  the 
date  of  service  of  this  order. 

Accordingly,  It  is  ordered,  Hiat:  1.  A 
proceeding  to  be  known  as  the  Arizona 
Service  Investigation,  Docket  30635,  be 
and  it  hereby  is  Instituted  and  set  for 
hearing  before  an  administrative  law 
judge  of  the  Board  at  a  time  and  place 
to  be  designated  hereafter; 

2.  The  application  of  Cochise  Airlines, 
Inc.,  in  Docket  28966,  be  and  it  hereby 
is  consolidated  into  the  proceeding  in¬ 
stituted  by  paragraph  1  to  the  extent 
determined  by  the  Board  in  a  subsequent 
order; 

3.  Applications,  motions  to  consolidate 
and  comments  in  response  to  this  order 
shall  be  filed  within  20  days  after  the 
date  of  service  of  this  order; 

4.  Answers  in  response  to  pleadings 
filed  pursuant  to  paragraph  3,  above, 
shall  be  filed  10  days  thereafter; 

5.  Hughes  Air  Corp.  d.b.a.  Hughes  Air- 
west  and  Frontier  Airlines,  Inc.  be  and 
they  hereby  are  directed  to  supply  the 
information  requested  herein; 

6.  Cochise  Airlines,  Inc.,  and  any  other 
applicant  for  authority  in  this  proceed¬ 
ing  shall  file  an  environmental  evalua¬ 
tion  within  60  days  of  the  date  of  service 
of  this  order;  and 

7.  A  copy  of  this  order  shall  be  served 
upon  Cochise  Airlines,  Inc.;  Hughes  Air 
Corp.,  d/b/a  Hughes  Airwest;  Frontier 
Airlines.  Inc.;  Sky  West  Aviation,  Inc.; 
Imperial  Airlines.  Inc.;  Lake  Havasu  Air 
Service,  Inc.;  Scenic  Airlines,  Inc.;  Ne¬ 
vada  Airlines.  Inc.;  Omni  Airlines,  Inc.; 
Golden  West  Airlines,  Inc.;  Sierra  Pacific 
Airlines,  Inc.;  Swift  Aire  Lines,  Inc.  and 
all  persons  set  forth  to  receive  corre¬ 
spondence  in  the  motion  for  hearing  in 
Docket  28966. 


*  Include  full  profit  and  loss  statements  fm' 
the  two  years  as  well  as  the  balance  sheets 
for  December  31, 1975  and  1976. 

Include  a  breakdown  of  what  the  funds 
were  designated  for  (i.e.,  startup  cosrts,  air¬ 
craft  leasing,  other  operating  expenses,  etc.). 


This  order  shall  be  published  in  the 
Federal  Register. 

By  the  Civil  Aeronautics  Board. 

Phyllis  T.  Kaylor, 
Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.77-8834  Filed  3-23-77;8:45  amj 


(Docket  28096] 

CATEGORY  Y  FARE  INVESTIGATION 
Oral  Argument 

Notice  is  hereby  given,  pursuant  to  the 
provisions  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Act  of 
1958,  as  amended,  that  oral  argument  in 
this  proceeding  is  assigned  to  be  held  be¬ 
fore  the  Board  on  May  11,  1977,  at  10 
a.m.  (local  time),  in  Room  1027,  Uni¬ 
versal  Building,  1825  Connecticut  Av¬ 
enue,  N.W.,  Washington,  D.C. 

Dated  at  Washington,  D.C.,  March  18, 
1977. 

Henry  M.  Switkay, 

Acting  Chief. 

Administrative  Law  Judge. 

(PR  Doc.77-8833  PUed  3-23-77;8:45  am] 


(Docket  27573;  Agreement  C.A.B.  25719  R-1 
through  R-ll;  Order  77-3-111] 

INTERNATIONAL  AIR  TRANSPORT 
ASSOCIATION 

Cargo  Rates;  Order  Granting  Stay 

Adopted  by  the  Civil  Aeronautics 
Board  at  its  office  in  Washington,  D.C. 
on  the  18th  day  of  March,  1977. 

By  Order  76-9-13,  September  ?,  1976, 
the  Board  approved  increases  in  North/ 
Central  Pacific  specific  commodity  rates 
for  electronic  components*  adopted  by 
the  carrier  members  of  the  International 
Air  Transport  Association  (lATA)  as 
part  of  an  overall  lATA  agreement  on 
North/Central  Pacific  cargo  rates.  On 
September  22, 1976  the  Western  Electron¬ 
ics  Manufacturers  Association  (WEMA)  ’ 
filed  a  petition  for  reconsideration  and 
stay  of  the  Board’s  order.*  Subsequently, 
WEMA  filed  a  motion  in  the  United 
States  Court  of  Appeals  for  the  District 
of  Columbia  Circuit  seeking  a  stay  of 
Order  76-9-13.  The  Board  has  deter¬ 
mined  to  stay  the  effectiveness  of  Order 
76-9-13  insofar  as  it  relates  to  the  elec¬ 
tronic  rates,  until  15  days  after  the  order 
on  WEMA’s  petition  for  reconsideration. 

Accordingly,  it  is  ordered.  That:  The 
effectiveness  of  Order  76-9-13,  insofar 
as  it  relates  to  increases  to  rates  for  com¬ 
modity  Items  4416,  4417,  4435,  4506,  9902, 


'  Commodity  items  4416.  4417,  4435,  4506, 
9902.  and  9903. 

-  Signetlcs  Corporation;  Lltronix,  Inc.: 
Hewlett-Packard  Co.;  Intel  Corporation:  Na¬ 
tional  Semiconductor;  Electronic  Memories 
&  Magnetics  Corporation;  Fairchild  Camera 
&  Instrument  Corp.;  Intersil,  Inc.;  American 
Microsystems,  Inc.;  Data  General  Corpora¬ 
tion;  Rockwell  International;  RCA;  and 
General  Instrument  Corporation. 

*The  Board  does  not  anticipate  any  pro¬ 
tracted  delay  in  acting  on  the  petition  for 
reconsideration. 


and  9903  in  Agreement  C.A.B.  25719  be 
and  hereby  is  stayed  until  15  days  after 
action  on  the  petition  of  the  Western 
Electronics  Manufacturers  Association 
for  reconsideration  of  Order  76-9-13. 

This  order  will  be  published  in  the  Fed- 
ER.<vL  Register. 

By  the  Civil  Aeronautics  Board. 

Phyllis  T.  Kaylor. 

Secretary. 

(FR  Doc.  77-8836  Filed  3  23-77;8:45  am] 


(Docket  30633;  Order  77-3-110] 

UNITED  AIR  LINES,  INC. 

Nonacceptance  of  ORM  Shipments  in 
Containers;  Order  of  Investigation 

Adopted  by  the  CTivil  Aeronautics 
Board  at  its  office  in  Washington,  D.C. 
on  the  18th  day  of  March.  1977. 

By  tariff  revisions '  issued  February  15, 
and  marked  to  become  effective  March 
21,  1977,  United  Air  Lines.  Inc.  (United  > 
proposes  a  tariff  rule  refusing  acceptance 
in  containers  of,  inter  alia.  Other  Regu¬ 
lated  Material.  Class  D  (ORM-D).* 

A  complaint  requesting  rejection  or, 
alternatively,  suspension  and  investiga¬ 
tion  of  the  proposal  has  been  submitted 
by  the  Council  for  Safe  Transportation 
of  Hazardous  Articles  (COSTHA).  The 
complainant  contends  that  DOT  regula¬ 
tions  do  not  require  inspection  of  or  ac- 
cessabillty  to  ORM-D  shipments  due  to 
their  low  degree  of  hazard,  and  that  the 
proposal  therefore  conflicts  with  DOT 
regulations.  COSTHA  furtlwr  contends 
that  the  proposal  discriminates  against 
shippers  of  ORM-D  materials  by  deny¬ 
ing  them  the  advantages  of  container¬ 
ization,  particularly  the  reduction  in  loss 
and  damage  to  shipments. 

In  support  of  the  proposal,  and  in  an¬ 
swer  to  the  complaint.  United  asserts,  in- 


1  Revisions  to  Airline  Tariff  Publishing 
Company,  Agent,  Tariff  C.A.B.  No.  227. 

•ORM-D  materials  are  defined  as  a  ma¬ 
terial  such  as  a  consumer  commodity  which, 
though  otherwise  subject  to  the  Department 
of  Transportation  (DOT)  hazardous  goods 
regulations,  presents  a  limited  hazard  during 
transportation  due  to  its  form,  quantity,  and 
packaging.  (49  CFR  173.500(a)(4))  “Con¬ 
sumer  commodities”  are  ORM-D  materials 
which  are  Intended  for  sale  to,  and  use  by, 
consumers,  and  consist  of  such  Items  as 
aerosol  sprays,  perfumes,  etc.  Although  gen¬ 
erally  exempted  from  most  of  the  hazardous 
materials  regulations,  they  are  limited  to  a 
maximum  gross  weight  per  package  of  65 
pounds  and  are  subject  to  certain  packag¬ 
ing  requiremens.  depending  on  the  nature 
of  hazard.  (See  49  CFR  173.1200.)  Without 
the  ORM-D  exemptions,  however,  these  ma¬ 
terials  would  be  subject  to  much  more  re¬ 
strictive  provisions,  despite  their  low  degree 
of  hazard.  Thus,  absent  ORM-D.  a  shipment 
of  aerosol  spray  would  be  required  to  be 
packaged,  marked,  labeled,  etc.,  as  com¬ 
pressed  gas.  DOT'S  ORM-D  classification, 
however,  removes  the  labeling  requirement 
(as  well  as  any  limitations  on  maximum  per¬ 
missible  quantity  per  cargo  hold  and  segre¬ 
gation  requirements),  and  requires  less 
stringent  packaging. 
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ter  alia,  that  DOT  regulations  require 
carrier  inspection  of  and  accessabillty  to 
ORM-A,  B,  and  C  shipments;  that  con¬ 
tainerization  of  such  shipments  Is  there¬ 
fore  prohibited:  that  ORM-D  materials 
also  pose  hazarts  to  flight  safety;  and 
that  they  should  thus  be  similarly  re¬ 
stricted.  The  carrier  further  contends 
that  in  Delta  Air  Lines,  Inc.,  et  al.,  v. 
CifiZ  Aeronautics  Board,  U.S.C.A.,  D.C. 
Circuit,  Nos.  74-1984  et  al.,  {Delta)  the 
Court  found  that  the  Board  could  reject 
tariff  provisions  for  “cMiflict”  with  DOT 
regulations  only  where  they  were  in  vio¬ 
lation  of  such  regulations. 

In  view  of  the  foregoing  and  all  other 
relevant  factors,  the  Board  concludes 
that  the  proposal  may  be  unjust,  unrea¬ 
sonable,  unjustly  discriminatory,  luiduly 
preferential,  unduly  prejudicial,  or 
otherwise  unlawful,  and  should  be  In¬ 
vestigated.  We  find  no  basis  for  rejec¬ 
tion. 

DOT’S  adoption  of  the  ORM-D  classi¬ 
fication  was  clearly  intended  to  relieve 
shippers  of  such  commodities  from  many 
of  the  burdens  and  restrictions  of  the 
prior  hazardous  materials  regulations  on 
the  acceptance  and  carriage  of  such 
items.  United’s  refusal  to  accept  ORM-D 
materials  in  containers,  however,  would 
constitute  a  restriction  not  Included  in 
the  DOT  regulations  which,  in  our  view, 
should  be  subjected  to  the  scrutiny  of  an 
Investigation. 

We  have  concluded,  however,  not  to 
suspend  the  proposal.  Rule  30(B)  (2)  (c) 
of  the  same  tariff  provides  that  re¬ 
stricted  articles  (including  ORM  ma¬ 
terials)  tendered  as  outside  pieces  with 
a  containerized  shipment  will  be  rated 
as  though  tendered  inside  the  container. 
Thus  the  proposed  rule  will  impose  no 
higher  charges  (xi  ORM-D  shippers. 

Accordingly,  pursuant  to  the  Federal 
Aviation  Act  of  1958,  and  particularly 
sections  204(a).  403,  404,  and  1002 
thereof.  It  is  ordered.  That:  1.  An  inves¬ 
tigation  Is  instituted  to  determine 
whether  the  provisions  in  Rule  No.  81 
(only  insofar  as  such  provlsicms  apply  to 
ORM-D  commcxlities)  (Hi  3rd  and  4th 
Revised  Rages  42-B  and  reissues  thereof 
of  Tariff  C.A.B.  No.  227  Issued  by  Airline 
Tariff  Publishing  CcHnpany,  Agent,  and 
rules,  regulati(ms.  or  practices  affecting 
such  charges  and  provisions  are  or  will 
be  unjust,  imreasonable,  unjustly  dis¬ 
criminatory,  unduly  preferential,  un¬ 
duly  prejudicial,  or  otherwise  unlawful, 
and  if  found  to  be  unlawful,  to  deter¬ 
mine  and  prescribe  the  lawrful  charges 
and  provisions  and  rules,  regulations, 
and  practices  affecting  such  provisions: 

2.  The  proceeding,  herein  designated 
Docket  30633,  be  assigned  before  an  ad¬ 
ministrative  law  judge  of  the  Board  at  a 
time  and  place  hereafter  to  be  desig¬ 
nated; 

3.  Except  to  the  extent  granted  herein, 
the  complaint  of  the  Council  for  Safe 
Transportation  of  Hazardous  Articles  in 
Docket  30560  is  dismissed;  and 

4.  Copies  of  this  order  shall  be  served 
upon  United  Air  Lines,  Inc.,  and  the 
Council  for  Safe  Transportation  of  Haz¬ 
ardous  Articles,  which  are  hereby  made 
parties  to  Docket  30833. 


This  order  shall  be  published  in  the 
Federal  Register. 

By  the  Civil  Aeronautics  Board. 

Phtllis  T.  Kaylor, 
Secretary. 

IFR  Doc.77-8835  Filed  3-23-77;8:45  amj 

COMMISSION  ON  CIVIL  RIGHTS 

COLORADO  ADVISORY  COMMITTEE 

Agenda  and  Notice  of  Open  Meeting 

Notice  is  hereby  given,  pursuant  to  the 
provisions  of  the  Rules  and  Regulations 
of  the  U.S.  Commission  on  Civil  Rights, 
that  a  planning  meeting  of  the  Colorado 
Advisory  Committee  (SAC)  of  the  Com¬ 
mission  will  convene  at  9  a.m.  to  12  p.m. 
on  April  9.  1977,  Suite  1705,  Executive 
Tower,  1405  Curtis  Street,  Denver,  Colo¬ 
rado  80202. 

Persons  wishing  to  attend  this  open 
meeting  should  contact  the  Committee 
Chairperson,  or  the  Mountain  States  Re¬ 
gional  Office  of  the  Commission,  Execu¬ 
tive  Tower  Inn,  Suite  1700,  1405  Curtis 
Street,  Denver,  Colorado  80202. 

The  purpose  of  this  meeting  is  to  dis¬ 
cuss  final  reviews  of  the  domestic  vio¬ 
lence  report. 

This  meeting  will  be  conducted  pur¬ 
suant  to  the  provisions  of  the  Rules  and 
Regulations  of  the  Commission. 

Dated  at  Washington,  D.C.,  March  22, 
1977. 

John  I.  Binkley, 
Advisory  Committee 

Management  OSlcer. 

IPR  Doc.77-9017  Filed  3-23-77:8:45  am] 

DEPARTMENT  OF  COMMERCE 

Bureau  of  the  Census 

CENSUS  ADVISORY  COMMITTEE  ON 

HOUSING  FOR  THE  1960  CENSUS 

Public  Meeting 

Pursuant  to  Section  10(a)  (2)  of  the 
Federal  Advisory  Committee  Act  (5 
U.S.C.,  Appendix  I.  (Supp.  V,  1975)), 
notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  Census 
Advisory  Committee  on  Housing  for  the 
1980  Census  will  convene  on  April  15. 
1977  at  9:30  a.m.  The  Committee  will 
meet  in  Room  2424,  Federal  Building  3  at 
the  Bureau  of  the  Census  in  Sultland, 
Maryland. 

The  Census  Advisory  Committee  on 
Housing  for  the  1980  Census  wras  estab¬ 
lished  in  March  1976  to  provide  technical 
advice  and  guidance  in  planning  the 
forthcoming  decennial  Census  of  Hous¬ 
ing  to  ensure  that  the  major  statistical 
requirements  of  decision  makers  are  pro¬ 
vided  by  the  1980  Census  of  Housing  pro¬ 
gram. 

'The  Committee  is  composed  of  18 
members  including  a  representative  from 
each  of  nine  organizations  and  nine 
members  appointed  by  the  Secretary  of 
Commerce. 

The  agenda  for  the  meeting  is:  (1) 
Status  of  the  Oakland.  California  pretest 
census;  (2)  housing  content  items  in  the 
Oakland  pretest,  including  plans  for 
evaluations;  <3>  pretest  results;  (4)  na¬ 


tional  conununity  services  programs; 
status  of  the  1980  Residential  Finance 
Suiwey;  (6)  plans  for  obtaining  com¬ 
ponents  of  change  information  from  the 
annual  housing  sun*ey:  (7)  Census 
Bureau  response  to  Committee  recom¬ 
mendations;  and  (8)  Committee  recom¬ 
mendations. 

The  meeting  w  ill  be  open  to  the  public 
and  a  brief  period  will  be  set  aside  for 
public  comment  and  questions.  Extensive 
questions  or  statements  must  be  submit¬ 
ted  in  writing  to  the  Committee  Control 
Officer  at  least  3  days  prior  to  the  meet¬ 
ing. 

Persons  planning  to  attend  and  wish¬ 
ing  additional  information  concerning 
this  meeting  or  who  wish  to  submit  writ¬ 
ten  statements  may  contact  Mr.  Arthur 
F,  Young,  Chief,  Housing  Division.  Bu¬ 
reau  of  the  Census.  Federal  Building  3, 
Sultland,  Maryland.  (Mail  address: 
Washington.  DC.  20233 >.  Telephone: 
301-763-2863. 

Dated:  March  18, 1977. 

Robert  L.  Hagan. 

Acting  Director. 

Bureau  of  the  Censtis. 

|FR  Doc.77-8746  Filed  3-23-77;  8  45  am| 


National  Oceanic  and  Atmospheric 
Administration 

NATIONAL  OCEAN  AND  GEODETIC 
SURVEYS 

Policy  on  Publication  of  Plane  Coordinates 

The  National  Ocean  Survey.  National 
Geodetic  Surv’ey  determined  it  is  in  the 
best  Interest  of  the  surv’eylng  and  map¬ 
ping  community  that  two  plane  coordi¬ 
nate  sv'stems  be  published  and  supported 
beginning  in  1983  with  the  North  Ameri¬ 
can  Datum  redefinition.  These  two  .sys¬ 
tems  will  be  identified  as  the  “State 
Plane  Coordinate”  (SPC)  and  the  “Uni¬ 
versal  Transverse  Mercator”  (UTM> 
systems. 

The  UTM  system  will  consist  of  the 
transverse  Mercator  projection  as  de¬ 
fined  in  Chapter  1  of  the  1958  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Army  Technical  Manual  TM5- 
241-8,  changing  only  the  definition  of  the 
datum.  The  SPC  will  consist  of  the  same 
projections  and  defining  parameters  as 
published  In  USCAGS  Special  Publica¬ 
tion  235  (1974  revision)  and  legally 
adopted  in  35  states,  except  for  the  fol¬ 
lowing  changes; 

1.  The  grid  will  be  marked  on  the 
ground  using  the  1983  NAD. 

2.  Distances  from  the  origin  will  be 
expressed  in  meters  and  fractions  there¬ 
of.  One  additional  decimal  place  should 
be  used  for  the  metric  expression  of  a 
value  previously  expressed  in  feet. 

3.  The  arbitrary  numeric  constant, 
presently  assigned  to  the  origin,  will  be 
unchanged  but  will  be  considered  as 
meters  instead  of  feet,  except  for  the 
following:  If  a  state  elects  to  have  a  dif¬ 
ferent  constant(s)  assigned  to  the  origin 
so  that  the  1983  NAD  plane  coordinates 
will  appear  significantly  different  from 
the  1927  NAD  positions,  when  consider¬ 
ing  the  overall  system,  then  the  National 
Geodetic  Survey  wiU  consider  changing 
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the  origin  constant.  If  the  state  so  elects, 
it  must  amend  its  legislation  to  accom¬ 
modate  this  change. 

4.  Michigan’s  transverse  Mercator  sys- 
•  tern  will  be  eliminated  in  favor  of  the 

legislatively  approved  Lambert  system. 

5.  Projection  equations  will  be  pro¬ 
grammed  such  that  the  maximum  com¬ 
puting  error  of  a  coordinate  will  never 
exceed  0.1  mm  when  computing  the  co¬ 
ordinate  of  a  point  within  the  zone 
boundaries. 

A  supplementary  publication  of  SPC 
constants  will  not  be  published  until  1982 
to  allow  sufficient  time  for  state  legisla¬ 
tive  action. 

These  state  amendments  will  be  based 
upon  the  desires  and  needs  within  the 
states,  recommendations  of  the  National 
Geodetic  Survey,  and  among  other 
thing  will  consider  the  following  items. 

1.  Refinements  to  eliminate: 

a.  Negative  “Y"  coordinates  for  cer¬ 
tain  islands  on  the  Maine  east  zone. 

b.  Negative  “X”  coordinates  for  points 
on  the  Dry  Tortugas  on  the  Florida  east 
zone. 

c.  Negative  “Y"  coordinates  for  some 
offshore  points  on  the  Louisiana  south 
zone. 

d.  Zone  boundary  in  the  State  of 
Washington  passing  through  Grant 
County  following  latitude  47=’  30'  rather 
than  the  county  boundary. 

e.  Negative  “X”  coordinates  for  some 
points  on  Mona  Island  and  vicinity  west 
of  Puerto  Rico. 

2.  Urbanization  that  requires  either 
different  parameters  for  existing  zones 
or  additional  zones  such  that  a  metro¬ 
politan  area  would  be  located  in  a  single 
zone.  For  example: 

a.  New  York  City. 

b.  Chicago. 

c.  Cincinnati. 

d.  Washington.  D.C. 

3.  A  change  in  the  arbitrary  origin  as 
discussed  above.  This  can  be  accom¬ 
plished  in  most  cases  by : 

a.  Changing  the  “X"  coordinate  con¬ 
stant  of  500,000  to  300,000  or  700.000 
where  the  transverse  Mercator  is  used, 
or  change  the  “X”  coordinate  constant 
of  2.000.000  to  4.000.000  where  the  Lam¬ 
bert  is  used. 

b.  Changing  the  “Y”  coordinate  con¬ 
stant  of  zero  or  500,000  to  1,000,000. 

c.  Changing  both  “X”  and  “Y”. 

'The  National  Geodetic  Survey  will  not 
change  projection  defining  parameters 
in  states  that  have  legally  adopted  the 
SPC  system  until  the  state  amends  its 
legislation. 

Dated:  March  18,  1977. 

T.  P.  Gleiter, 
Assistant  Administrator 

for  Administration. 

[FR  Doc .77-8847  Piled  3-23-77; 8: 45  am] 


Office  of  the  Secretary 

ESSENTIALITY  OF  ADVISORY 
COMMITTEES 

Solicitation  of  Public  Views 
In  accordance  with  section  7(b)  of  the 
Federal  Advisory  Committee  Act,  5  U.S.C. 


App.  I  (Supp:  V,  1975),  Office  of  Man¬ 
agement  and  Budget  Circular  A-63, 
Transmittal  Memorandum  No.  5,  and  the 
President’s  February  25,  1977  memoran¬ 
dum  “Review  of  Advisory  Committees’’, 
this  Department  is  commencing  a  com¬ 
prehensive  review  into  the  essentiality  of 
its  advisory  committees. 

The  President  has  ordered  a  “zero- 
based  review  *  *  *  with  the  presumption 
that  committees  not  created  expressly  by 
statute  should  be  abolished  except  those 
<  1 )  for  which  there  is  a  compelling  need: 
' '  2  >  which  will  have  truly  balanced  mem- 
ber.ship;  and  (3)  which  conduct  their 
business  as  openly  as  possible  consistent 
with  the  law  and  their  mandate.”  With 
respect  to  committees  created  by  law  or 
Executive  Order  which  fail  to  meet  these 
standards,  recommendations  for  their 
abolishment,  consolidation,  continuation, 
or  revision  are  to  be  submitted  to  the 
Office  of  Management  and  Budget. 

Within  Commerce,  this  review  will  cov¬ 
er  each  of  the  91  advisory  committees 
officially  chartered  under  the  Federal 
Advisory  Committee  Act  as  of  Janu¬ 
ary  20, 1977.  These  91  committees,  by  title 
and  brief  statement  of  purpose,  are  ac¬ 
counted  for  in  the  listing  below. 

Public  comment  is  hereby  solicited  on 
the  abolishment,  consolidation,  or  con¬ 
tinual  icn  of  each  of  these  committees. 
Such  comments  should  be  addressed  as 
folio  w.s : 

U.S.  Department  of  Commerce.  A.sslstant 

Secretary  for  Administrator.  Room  5830, 

14th  and  Constitution  Avenue  NW.,  \Va.sh- 

ington.  D  C.  20230. 

Comments  received  by  April  4,  1977  in 
response  to  this  solicitation  will  be  con¬ 
sidered  by  the  Department  in  the  course 
of  its  comprehensive  review.  Concurrent¬ 
ly.  and  until  April  15,  1977,  all  comments 
which  are  received  will  be  available  for 
public  inspection  and  copying  at  the 
Department’s  Central  Reference  and 
Records  Inspection  Facility,  Room  5316, 
Main  Commerce  Building.  14th  and 
Constitution  Avenue  NW.,  Washington, 
D  C.  20230. 

Any  questions  regarding  this  matter 
may  be  directed  to  Mr.  Donald  Budowsky. 
Office  of  Organization  and  Management 
Systems,  Room  5026,  Main  Commerce 
Building,  telephone:  202-377-4217. 

Dated:  March  15,  1977. 

Guy  W.  Chamberlin,  Jr., 

Acting  Assistant 

Secretary  for  Administration. 

Department  of  Commerce 
Advisory  Committees 

Advisory  Board  to  the  U.S.  Merchant 
Marine  Academy  examines  the  course  of  In¬ 
struction  and  management  of  the  U.S. 
Merchant  Marine  Academy  and  advises  the 
Assistant  Secretary  for  Maritime  Affairs  on 
these  matters. 

Advisory  Committee  on  East-West  Trade 
advises  DIBA's  Deputy  Assistant  Secretary 
for  East-West  Trade  on  ways  to  promote, 
facilitate,  and  coordinate  the  expansion  of 
bilateral  trade  with  Socialist  countries,  and 
identifies  and  makes  recommendations  con¬ 
cerning  current  and  proposed  government 
policies  and  programs  relating  to  the  pro¬ 
motion  and  expansion  of  such  trade. 


Advisory  Committee  on  Fire  Training  and 
Education  for  National  Academy  for  Fire 
Prevention  and  Control  shall  inquire  and 
make  recommendations  to  the  Adminis¬ 
trator,  NFPCA.  regarding  the  desirability  of 
establishing  a  mechanism  for  accreditation 
of  fire  training  and  education  programs  and 
courses,  and  the  role  which  DOC's  National 
-Academy  for  Fire  Prevention  and  Control 
should  play  if  such  a  mechanism  is  recom¬ 
mended. 

Advisory  Committee  for  International 
Legal  Metrology  advises  Commerce  (through 
the  Director,  NBS)  on  technical  and  policy 
matters  relating  to  NBS'  assigned  general 
responsibility  for  the  development  of  U.S. 
positions  on  technical  ls.sue.s  arising  in  the 
International  Organization  of  Legal  Me¬ 
trology. 

Advisory  Committee  on  Product  Liability 
advises  the  Under  Secretary  (who  chairs  the 
Interagency  Task  Force  on  Product  Liability) 
on  measures  that  might  be  taken  in  the  pub¬ 
lic  policy  area  to  facilitate  improvements  in 
the  product  liability  process. 

Adi'isory  Council  for  Minority  Enterprise 
advises  the  Secretary  on  the  development 
and  implementation  of  policies  in  support 
of  minority  business  enterprise  program. 

Board  of  Visitors  for  the  National  Academy 
for  Fire  Prevention  and  Control  shall  an¬ 
nually  review  the  program  of  the  Academy 
and  make  comments  and  recommendation 
to  the  Secretary  regarding  the  operation  of 
the  Academy  and  any  improvements  therein 
which  the  Board  deems  appropriate. 

Building  Technology  Advisory  Committee 
advises  DOC  on  matters  relating  to  the  Na¬ 
tion's  needs  in  building  research  and  tech¬ 
nology.  and  provides  a  medium  for  receiving 
advice  from  all  Interests  (e.g..  construction 
industry,  government,  labor,  consumers, 
state  building  code  agencies,  etc.)  concern¬ 
ing  relevant  NBS  programs  and  activities. 

Census  Advisory  Committee  (CAC)  on 
Agriculture  Statistics  advises  the  Director, 
Census  Bureau,  on  the  kind  of  Information 
that  should  be  obtained  from  agricultural 
respondents:  n>akes  recommendations  re¬ 
garding  the  contents  of  agricultural  reports; 
and  presents  the  views  and  needs  for  data 
of  major  agricultural  organizations,  their 
members,  and  other  users  of  agricultural 
statistics. 

CAC  Of  the  American  Economic  Associa¬ 
tion  advises  the  Director,  Census  Bureau,  on 
technical  matters,  accuracy  levels,  and  con¬ 
ceptual  problems  concerning  the  economic 
censuses:  reviews  major  aspects  of  the 
Bureau’s  programs,  and  advises  on  the  role 
of  anal\"sls  within  the  Bureau  and  on  the 
need  for  more  detailed  data. 

CAC  of  the  American  Marketing  Associa¬ 
tion  advises  the  Director,  Census  Bureau,  as 
to  the  statistics  that  will  help  in  marketing 
the  Nation’s  products  and  services  and  on 
ways  to  make  the  statistics  more  u.seful  to 
users. 

CAC  of  the  American  Statistical  Associa¬ 
tion  advises  the  Director.  Cen.sus  Bureau,  on 
the  Bureau’s  overall  programs,  considers 
priority  Issues  in  the  planning  of  censuses; 
examines  guiding  principles  and  advises  on 
policy  and  procedure  Issues;  and  responds 
to  Bureau  requests  for  opinion  regarding 
Bureau  operations. 

CAC  on  the  Asian  and  Pacific  Americans 
Population  for  the  1980  Census  provides  an 
organized  and  continuing  channel  of  com¬ 
munication  between  the  Asian  and  Pacific 
Americans  community  and  the  Census  Bu¬ 
reau  on  the  problems  and  opportunities  of 
the  1980  Census  as  they  relate  to  the  Asian 
and  Pacific  Amricans  of  the  U.S. 

C.AC  on  the  Black  Population  for  the  1980 
Census  provides  an  organized  and  continu¬ 
ing  channel  of  communication  between  the 
black  community  and  the  Census  Bureau  on 
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the  problems  and  opportunities  ot  the  1S80 
Census  as  they  relate  to  the  black  popula¬ 
tion  of  the  U.8. 

CAC  on  HovMng  for  the  1980  Census  pro¬ 
vides  technical  advice  and  guidance  on  pUns 
for  the  forthcoming  decennial  Census  of 
Housing  to  ensure  that  the  major  statistical 
needs  of  decision-makers  will  result  there¬ 
from. 

CAC  on  Population  Statistics  advises  the 
Director,  Census  Bureau,  of  current  pro¬ 
grams  and  on  plans  for  the  decennial  census 
ot  population. 

CAC  on  the  Spanish  Origin  Population  for 
the  1980  Census,  during  the  planning  for 
the  1980  Census  of  Population  and  Housing, 
advises  on  such  elements  as  Improving  the 
accuracy  of  the  population  count,  as  de¬ 
veloping  definitions  and  terminology  for 
better  Identification  and  classification  of  the 
Spanish -origin  population,  and  suggesting 
areas  of  research,  subject  content,  and 
tabulations  which  may  be  of  particular  use 
to  the  Spanlsh-orlgin  population. 

CAC  on  State  and  Local  Area  StatUtics 
advises  the  Director,  Census  Bureau,  on  the 
development  of  statistical  programs  and 
activities  that  relate  to  state  and  substate 
areas — both  political  (e.g.,  counties)  and 
statistical  (e.g.,  census  tracts). 

CoastaTZbne  Management  Advisory  Com¬ 
mittee  must,  by  statute,  "advise,  consult 
with,  and  make  recommendations  to  the 
Secretary  In  matters  of  policy  concerning 
the  Coastal  Zone." 

Commerce  Technical  Advisory  Board 
(CATB)  reviews  and  evaluates  the  technical 
activities  of  the  Depcutment  and  recom¬ 
mends  measures  to  Increase  the  V&Uie  to  the 
business  community. 

CATB  Panel  on  Energy  Policy  (ad  hoc)  Is 
appraising  the  Nation’s  current  energy  posi¬ 
tion  by  (a)  reviewing  FEA’s  National  Energy 
Outlook  from  a  private  sector  point  of  view, 
(b)  reviewing  ERDA’s  research  plan  In  a 
like  manner,  (c)  formulating  updated 
recommendations  for  a  national  energy 
policy,  and  (d)  preparing  a  report  to  be 
reviewed  by  the  CTAB  and  stibmltted  to  the 
Secretary.  (Expires  In  March  1977). 

Computer  Peripherals,  Components,  and 
Related  Test  Equipment  Technical  Advisory 
Committee  advises  Commerce  on  Issues  In¬ 
volving  technical  matters,  worldwide  avail¬ 
ability,  actual  use  of  production  and 
technology,  and  licensing  procedures  which 
n\ay  affect  the  level  of  export  control-s  appli¬ 
cable  to  computer  peripherals,  components, 
test  equipment,  and  technical  data.  Includ¬ 
ing  those  whose  export  is  subject  to  multi¬ 
laterals  controls.  (N.B.  Six  other  Technical 
Advisory  Committees,  marked  with  an 
asterisk  In  this  listing,  have  an  Identical 
purpose  relevant  to  the  hardware  Identified 
In  their  respective  titles.) 

•Computer  Systems  Technical  Advisory 
Committee. 

Economic  Advisory  Board  advises  the  Sec¬ 
retary  on  economic  policy  Issues,  Including 
consideration  and  discussion  of  economic 
data,  analyses,  forecasts,  and  related  reports 
made  available  from  time  to  time  by  both 
the  public  and  private  sectors. 

•Electronic  Instrumentation  Technical 
Advisory  Committee. 

Exporters'  Textile  Advisory  Committee  ad¬ 
vises  DIBA  on  the  Identification  and  sur¬ 
mounting  of  barriers  to  the  expansion  of 
textile  exports  and  on  metbod.s  of  encourag¬ 
ing  textile  firms  to  participate  In  export 
expansion. 

Federal  Information  Processing  Standards 
Task  Group  on  Computer  Systems  Security 
Identifies  common  computer  systems  secu¬ 
rity  requirements,  reviews  significant  public 
and  private  sector  programs  for  controlling 
acoeaslbllity,  assists  in  developing  a  tax¬ 
onomy  of  Federal  ADP  security  needs,  and 


proposes  relevant  standards  and  guidelines 
for  the  Federal  sector.  . 

Fishery  Management  Councils — a  unique 
group  of  advisory  committees  (some  pre¬ 
scribed  and  some  authorised)  under  the  pro¬ 
visions  of  the  recently  enacted  Fishery  Con¬ 
servation  and  Management  Act  of  1976.  Ad¬ 
ditional  committees  are  currently  In  the 
process  of  establishment  under  this  Act. 

Cofibbean  Fishery  Management  Council 
{FMC):  Gulf  of  Mexico  FMO.  Mid- Atlantic 
FMC,  New  England  FMC,  North  Pacific  FMC, 
Pacific  FMC.  South  Atlantic  FMC,  Western 
Pacific  FMC.  Each  FMC  has  proscribed  duties, 
which  are  multiple  and  Identical,  the  pri¬ 
mary  of  which  Is  to  prepare  and  submit  to 
the  Secretary  a  fishery  management  plan  for 
each  fishery  within  its  geographical  area 
("Fishery"  Is  defined  as  one  or  more  stocks 
of  fish — salmon,  for  example — which  cap  be 
treated  as  a  unit  for  purposes  of  conservatioii 
and  management.) 

Advisory  Panel  for  the  North  Pacific  FMC 
advises  the  Council  on  the  assessments  and 
specifications  of  each  fishery  management 
plan  within  the  North  Pacific  area,  with 
special  regard  to  (a)  the  capacity  and  extent 
to  which  U.S.  vessels  will  harvest  the  re¬ 
sources,  (b)  the  plan's  effect  on  local  econo¬ 
mies  and  social  structures,  and  (c)  any  po¬ 
tential  conflicts  between  user  groups  of  a 
given  fishery  resource. 

Anchovy  Advisory  Panel  for  the  Pacific 
FMC  shall  advise — as  described  Immediately 
above — but  solely  with  respect  to  anchovy 
fishery  management  plans. 

Jack  Mackerel  Advisory  Panel  for  the  Pa¬ 
cific  FMC  shall  advise — as  described  immedi¬ 
ately  above — but  solely  with  respect  to  jack 
mackerel  fishery  management  plans. 

Salmon  Advisory  Panel  for  the  Pacific  FMC 
shall  advise — as  described  immediately  above 
— but  solely  with  respect  to  salmon  fishery 
management  plans. 

Scientific  and  Statistical  Committee  tor  the 
North  Pacific  FMC. 

Scientific  and  Statistical  Committee  for 
the  Pacific  FMC 

Scientific  and  Statistical  Committee  for 
the  Western  Pacific  FMC.  Each  Scientific 
and  Statistical  Committee  has  prescribed 
duties  to  as.sist  Its  respective  Council  In  the 
development,  collection,  and  evaluation  of 
such  statistical,  biological,  economic,  social, 
and  other  scientific  data  as  is  relevant  to  the 
Council’s  development  or  amendment  of  a 
fishery  management  plan. 

Importer’s  Textile  Advisory  Committee  ad- 
vLses  DIBA  ot  the  effects  on  import  markets 
of  cotton,  wool,  and  man-made  fiber  textile 
and  apparel  agreements. 

Industry  Advisory  Committee  on  Metal 
Scrap  Problems  advises  Commerce  on  metal 
scrap  issues  and  potential  solutions,  and 
assists  DIBA  and  other  Federal  organizations 
In  developing  a  better  understanding  of  these 
matters.  Including — for  example — the  prob¬ 
lem  of  junk  automobiles. 

Industry  Policy  Advisory  Committee  for 
Multilateral  Trade  Negotiations  (MTN)  ad¬ 
vises,  consults  with,  and  makes  recommenda¬ 
tions  to  the  Secretary  and  the  (President’s) 
Special  Representative  for  Trade  Negotiation.s 
on  matters  concerning  the  multilateral  trade 
negotiations  of  the  CB. 

Industry  Sector  Advisory  Committee 
(IS AC)  on  Aerospace  Equipment  for  MTN 
provides  the  Secretary  and  the  (President’s) 
Special  Representative  for  Trade  Negotiations 
with  detailed  views  and  Information  regard¬ 
ing  trade  barriers  which  affect  Individual 
products  in  the  Committee’s  sector  of  D.8. 
Industry,  for  use  during  the  multilateral 
trade  negotiations.  The  following  28  commit¬ 
tees  serve  an  Identical  purpose  for  their  re¬ 
spective  Industrial  sectors: 

ISAC  on  Automotive  Equipment  for  MTN, 
ISAC  on  Communication  Equipment  and 


Non-Consumer  Electronic  Equipment  for 
MTN,  ISAC  on  Construction,  Mining.  Agri¬ 
cultural,  and  Oil  Field  Machinery  and  Equip¬ 
ment  for  MTN.  ISAC  on  Consumer  Electronic 
Products  and  Household  Appliances  for  MTN, 
ISAC  on  Drugs,  Soaps.  Cleaners,  and  Toilet 
Preparations  for  MTN,  ISAC  on  Biacirical 
Machinery,  Power  Boilers,  Nuclear  Reactors, 
and  Ervgines  and  Turbines  for  MTN,  ISAC 
on  Ferrous  Metals  and  Products  for  MTN, 
ISAC  on  Food  and  Kindred  Products  for 
MTN,  ISAC  on  Hand  Tools,  Cutlery,  and 
Tableware  for  MTN.  ISAC  on  Other  Fabri¬ 
cated  Metal  Products  for  MTN,  ISAC  on  In¬ 
dustrial  Chemicals  and  Fertilizers  for  MTN 
IS.AC  on  Leather  and  Products  for  MTN  ISAC 
on  Lumber  and  Wood  Products  for  MTN. 
ISAC  on  Machine  Tools — Other  Metalworking 
Equivment,  and  Other  Nonelectrical  .Machin¬ 
ery  for  MTN.  ISAC  on  Miscellaneous  Manu- 
fat'tures.  Toys,  Mu.sical  Instruments,  Furni¬ 
ture.  Etc.,  tor  MTN.  IS.tC  on  Nonferrou.^ 
Metals  and  Products  for  MTN,  ISAC  on  Of¬ 
fice  and  Computing  Equipment  for  MT\ 
IS.AC  on  Paint,  Gum  and  Wood  Chemical.”, 
and  .Miscellaneous  Chemical  Products  for 
MTN.  ISAC  on  Paver  and  Products  for  MTN 
IS.AC  qn  Photographic  Equivment  and  Sup¬ 
plies  for  MTN.  ISAC  on  Railroad  Equipment 
and  .Miscellaneous  Transportation  Equip- 
V,ent  for  MTN.  ISAC  on  Retailing  for  MTN 
IS.AC  on  Rubber  and  Plastics  Materials  for 
AfTN.  ISAC  on  Scientific  and  Controlling  in¬ 
struments  for  MTN,  ISAC  on  Stone.  Clay,  and 
Glass  Products  for  MTN,  ISAC  on  TestVet 
and  .App-'rel  for  MTN. 

.Management-Labor  Textile  Advisory  Com¬ 
mittee  advises  DIBA  on  problems  and  con¬ 
ditions  In  the  textile  and  apparel  Industrie;: 
and  furnishes  relevant  world  trade  Infomn- 
tion  to  the  (interagency)  Committee  for  tV;’ 
Implementation  of  Textile  Agreements.  DO 
uff.^lalo.  and  n.S.  negot*n*"r::  of  textile  trade 
agreements. 

.Vartne  Fisheries  Advisory  Committee  ad¬ 
vises  the  Secretary  (through  NOAA)  on  mat¬ 
ters  concerning  the  Department’s  responsi¬ 
bilities  for  fisheries  resources  and  on  means 
to  facilitate  cooperation  between  relevniit 
public  and  private  sector  Interests 

National  Advisory  Committee  on  Oceans 
and  .Atmo.sphere  Is  a  Presidential  advisory 
committee,  the  management  of  which  und“r 
the  Federal  Advisory  Committee  Act  has 
been  specifically  delegated  to  the  Secretary 
by  OMB.  This  committee  reviews  national 
ocean  policy,  coastal  zone  management,  and 
the  progress  of  U.S.  marine  and  atmospheric 
science  service  programs;  submits  compre¬ 
hensive  annual  reports  to  the  President  and 
the  Congress,  as  well  as  such  other  reports 
as  may  bo  reqtiested  by  them;  and  advises 
the  Secretary  with  respect  to  NOAA’s  mis¬ 
sion  and  accomplishments. 

National  Bureau  of  Standards  Visiting 
Committee  visits  NBS  at  least  once  a  year 
and  reports  to  the  Secretary  on  the  efficiency 
of  the  Bureau  and  the  condition  of  the 
Bureau’s  labs  and  equipment. 

National  Industrial  Energy  Couruil  ad¬ 
vises  the  Secretary  on  programs  and  prob¬ 
lems  relating  to  energy  conservation  within 
the  Industrial  and  commercial  sectors. 

National  Public  Advisory  Committee  on 
Regional  Economic  Development  makes  rec¬ 
ommendations  to  the  Secretary  relative  to 
the  carrying  out  of  her  duties  under  the 
(EDA)  Public  Works  and  Econofiilc  Develop¬ 
ment  Act  of  1966,  as  amended. 

New  York  Bight  MESA  Advisory  Commit¬ 
tee  (Marine  Ecosystems  Analysis),  a  commit¬ 
tee  of  organlzatlcms  and  public  agencies, 
collects,  analyzes,  and  synthesizes  Informa¬ 
tion  .on  the  needs  and  uses  for  marine  eco¬ 
system  data  In  the  New  York  bight.  In  order 
to  advise  NOAA  on  the  conduct,  content,  and 
consideration  of  the  MESA  New  York  Bight 
Project. 
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•Numerically  Controlled  Machine  Tool 
Technical  Advisory  Committee. 

Patent  and  Trademark  Office  Advisory 
Committee  advises  on  all  matters  concerning 
the  patent  system  and  the  administration  of 
the  PAT-TM  Office,  including;  consideration 
of  patent  examining  operations,  proposals 
involving  patent  legislation,  and  proposals 
requiring  new  patent  treaties. 

President's  Export  Council  (PEC)  serves  as 
a  national  advisory  body  to  the  President  on 
export  expansion  activities.  Through  the 
Secretary,  it  advises  the  President,  the  Coun¬ 
cil  on  International  Economic  Policy,  and 
the  Interagency  Committee  on  Export  Ex¬ 
pansion  on  matters  relating  to  export  trade. 

PEC  Subcommittee  on  Export  Administra¬ 
tion  advises  the  Secretary,  through  the  PEC. 
on  matters  which  deal  with  VS.  policy  of 
encouraging  trade  with  all  countries  with 
which  the  U.S.  has  diplomatic  relations  and 
of  controlling  trade  for  national  security  and 
foreign  policy  reasons. 

Public  Advisory  Committee  for  Trademark 
Affairs  advises  the  PAT-TM  Office  on  steps 
which  can  be  taken  to  enhance  the  efficiency 
and  effectiveness  of  the  administration  of 
the  Trademark  Act,  and  provides  a  continu¬ 
ing  source  of  knowledge  from  the  private 
sector  to  the  government  In  trademark  mat¬ 
ters. 

Sea  Grant  Review  Panel  advises  on  grant 
and  contract  applications,  proposals,  and 
performances  under  the  1976  Sea  Orant 
Program  Improvement  Act;  on  the  Sea  Orant 
Fellowship  Program;  on  the  designation  and 
operations  of  Sea  Orant  Colleges  and  Sea 
Grant  Consortia:  and  related  matters  re¬ 
ferred  to  it  for  review. 

Secretary’s  Advisory  Council  advises  the 
Secretary  on  the  broad  pcrilcy  objectives  and 
goals  of  the  Department,  on  areas  and  mat¬ 
ters  in  which  Commerce  can  make  an  In¬ 
creased  contribution  to  the  Nation  and  Its 
economy,  and  on  the  Impact  of  DOC  activi¬ 
ties. 

•Semiconductor  Manufacturing  and  Test 
Equipment  Technical  Advisory  Committee. 

•Semiconductor  Technical  Advisory  Com¬ 
mittee. 

•Telecommunications  Equipment  Tech¬ 
nical  Advisory  Committee. 

Travel  Advisory  Board  Identifies  areas 
where  attainment  erf  U5.  Travel  Service  goals 
can  be  facilitated,  and  develops  relevant 
policy  recommendations;  reviews  all  Federal 
policies  and  practices  which  Impact  the  travel 
held;  and  offers  guidance  and  recommenda¬ 
tions  on  issues  connected  with  the  Imple¬ 
mentation  of  the  International  Travel  Act. 

Weather  Modification  Board  advises  the 
Secretary  (through  Administrator,  NOAA) 
on  matters  of  a  national  policy,  a  national 
research  and  development  program,  and 
other  aspects  of  weather  modification  as 
outlined  in  the  National  Weather  Modifica¬ 
tion  Policy  Act  of  1976  (Pub.  L.  94-490) . 

Note. — The  abbreviations  used  above  and 
their  meanings  are  as  follows: 

DIBA — Domestic  and  International  Busi¬ 
ness  Administration. 

EDA — Economic  Develc^ment  Administra¬ 
tion. 

NBS — National  Bureau  of  Standards. 

NFPCA — National  Fire  Prevention  and 
Control  Admlnistrati<m. 

NOAA — Naticmal  Oceanic  and  Atmospheric 
Administration. 

PAT-TM — Patent  and  Trademark  Office. 

(FR  Doc.77-8961  FUed  3-23-77;8:45  am] 

*  See  parenthetical  note  In  the  description 
of  Uie  Computer  Peripherals,  Components, 
and  Related  Test  Equipment  Technical  Ad¬ 
visory  Committee. 


DEPARTMENT  OF  DEFENSE 

Department  of  the  Army 

BALLISTIC  MISSILE  DEFENSE 
TECHNOLOGY  ADVISORY  PANEL 

Closed  Meeting;  Correction 

FR  Doc.  77-6962  appearing  on  page 
13147  in  the  Federal  Register  issue  of 
March  9,  1977,  is  corrected  to  read  as 
follows: 

1.  In  accordance  with  section  10(a) 
(2)  of  the  Federal  Advisory  Committee 
Act  (Pub.  L.  92-463),  an  announcement 
is  made  of  the  following  committee 
meeting: 

Name  of  Committee:  Ballistic  Missile  De¬ 
fense  Technology  Advisory  Panel. 

Dates  of  Meeting;  29  through  81  March 
1977. 

Place:  BMD  Advanced  Technology  Center, 
106  Wynn  Drive,  Huntsville,  Alabama 
35807. 

Time:  0830-1630  hours  on  dates  indicated 
above. 

Proposed  agenda:  I.  Review  of  Ballistic  Mis¬ 
sile  Defense  advanced  Technology  Center 
Programs.  II.  Review  the  results  of  ad¬ 
vanced  technology  studies,  programs,  and 
special  reports. 

2.  The  meeting  is  closed  to  the  public 
since  the  agenda  consists  of  BMipATC’s 
on-going  and  future  programs  which  are 
classified  as  Secret  or  higher  defense  in¬ 
formation  pursuant  to  Executive  Order 
11652  (dated  8  March  1972),  and  there¬ 
fore,  are  concerned  with  matters  listed 
in  Section  552b(c)(l)  to  TlUe  5,  UJ3. 
Code.  National  security  requires  that  ttie 
details  of  these  programs  be  withheld. 


Dated:  March  22,  1977, 

By  authority  of  the  Secretary  of  the 
Army. 

Rome  D.  Smtth. 
Lieutenant  Colonel,  United 
States  Army.  Director.  Ad¬ 
ministrative  Management  Di¬ 
rectorate,  TAGCEN. 

(FR  Doc.77-8901  FUed  3-23-77:8:45  am] 


FEDERAL  COMMUNICATIONS 
COMMISSION 

[Report  No.  849) 

COMMON  CARRIER  SERVICES 
INFORMATION 

Applications  Accepted  for  Filing 

March  14.  1977. 

The  applications  listed  herein  have 
been  found,  upon  initial  review,  to  be 
acceptable  for  filmg.  The  Commission 
reserves  the  right  to  return  any  of  these 
applications,  if  uprni  further  examina¬ 
tion,  it  is  determined  they  are  defective 
and  not  in  conformance  with  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  Rules  and  Regulations  or  its 
policies. 

Final  action  will  not  be  taken  on  any 
of  these  applications  earlier  than  31  days 
following  the  date  of  this  notice,  except 
for  radio  applications  not  requiring  a 
30  day  notice  period  (see  section  309(c) 
of  the  Communications  Act),  applica¬ 
tions  filed  under  Part  68,  applications 
filed  under  Part  63  relative  to  small 
projects,  or  as  otherwise  noted.  Unless 
specified  to  the  contrary,  comments  or 
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petitions  may  be  filed  concerning  radio 
and  section  214  applications  within  30 
days  of  the  date  of  this  notice  and  within 
20  days  for  Part  68  applications. 

In  order  for  an  application  filed  under 
Part  21  of  the  Commission’s  rules  (Do¬ 
mestic  Public  Radio  Services)  to  be  con¬ 
sidered  mutually  exclusive  with  any 
other  such  application  appearing  herein, 
it  must  be  substantially  complete  and 
tendered  for  filing  by  whichever  date  is_ 
earlier;  (a)  the  close  of  business  one 
business  day  preceding  the  day  cm  which 
the  Commission  takes  action  on  the  pre¬ 
viously  filed  application;  or  (b)  within 
60  days  after  the  date  of  the  public  no¬ 
tice  listing  the  first  prior  filed  applica¬ 
tion  (with  which  the  subsequent  appli- 
catirni  Is  in  conflict)  as  having  been 
accepted  for  filing.  In  common  carrier 
radio  services  other  than  those  listed  un¬ 
der  Part  21,  the  cut-off  date  for  filing  a 
mutually  exclusive  application  is  the 
close  of  business  one  business  day  pre¬ 
ceding  the  day  on  which  the  previously 
filed  application  is  designated  for  hear¬ 
ing.  With  limited  exceptions,  an  appli¬ 
cation  which  is  subsequently  amended 
by  a  major  change  will  be  considered  as 
a  newly  filed  application  for  purposes  of 
the  cut-off  rule.  (See  §  1.227(b)  (3)  and 
21.30(b)  of  the  Commission’s  rules.) 

Federal  Communications 
Commission 
Vincent  J.  Mullins, 

Secretary. 

Applications  Accepted  For  Filing 

DOMESTIC  PUBLIC  LANW  MOBILE  RADIO  SERVICE 

20887-CD-P-(12)-77  The  Chesapeake  and 
Potomac  Telephone  Company  of  Maryland 
(KOI271).  C.P.  to  change  frequencies  from 
416.125,  416.925  and  416.975  to  416.9625, 
416.9625  and  416.9875  MHz  at  Loc.  No.  1; 
from  416.126  and  416.926  MHz  to  416.8625 
and  416.9625  MHz  at  Loc.  No.  2;  from  416.- 
125  and  416.925  MHz  to  416.8625  and  416.- 
9625  at  Locs.  3,  4, 5,  and  6. 
20912-CD-AL-(3)-77  Dee  Wetmore  dba 
Westslde  Answering  Service.  Consent  to 
Assignment  of  License  from  Westside  An¬ 
swering  Service,  assignor  to  Westslde  Com¬ 
munications  of  Tampa.  Inc.,  assignee.  Sta¬ 
tions;  KFL877,  KLF659  and  KWU335, 
Tampa,  Florida. 

20913-CD-P-(2)-77  Certified  Communica¬ 
tions,  Inc.  (KAD925),  C.P.  to  change  an¬ 
tenna  system  and  relocate  facilities  oper¬ 
ating  on  454.150  and  454.350  MHz  from 
Loc.  No.  3  to  Loc.  No.  1;  220  North  Klngs- 
highway,  St.  Louis,  Missouri. 
20914-CD-'P-(3)-77  Certified  Communica¬ 
tions,  Inc.  (KAF240i,  C.P.  to  change  an¬ 
tenna  system  and  relocate  facilities  oper¬ 
ating  on  454.025,  454.100  and  152.21  MHz 
to  be  located  at  220  North  Kingshighway, 
St.  Louis,  Missouri. 

20915-CD-P-77  R.  E.  Minton  dba  West 
Georgia  Paging  (New) ,  C.P.  for  a  new  l-way 
station  to  operate  on  158.70  MHz  to  be  lo¬ 
cated  at  116  Main  Street,  LaOrauge,  Geor¬ 
gia. 

20916-CD-P-77  Karl  A.  Rlnker  (New).  C.P. 
for  a  new  station  to  operate  on  152.03  MHz 
to  be  located  2  miles  S.  of  Graintevllle  on 
Drury  Hill.  Williamstown,  Vermont. 
20917-CD-TC-(3)-77  Dial-A-Page,  Inc.  Con¬ 
sent  to  Transfer  of  Control  from  WUllam 
A.  Houser,  transferor  to  Vickie  A.  Dunn 
and  Marian  Dunn,  transferees.  Stations: 
KSD320  and  KSV987,  South  Bend.  Indiana 
and  KWH315,  Elkhart,  Indiana. 
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20918-CI>-P-(2)-77  Keltb  V»n  Biiren  <lb«* 
Dome  Communications  (KLF5i6),  C.P.  to 
change  antenna  system  and  relocate  facili¬ 
ties  operating  on  162.16  MHis,  base  and  464.- 
160  MHz,  control  to  be  located  at  Sheridan 
County  Airport.  Sheridan,  Wyoming,  Loc. 
No.  2. 

20919-CD-P-(4)-77  Illinois  Bell  Telephone 
Company  (KSA762).  C.P.  to  change  an¬ 
tenna  system  and  relocate  facilities  oper¬ 
ating  on  152.64,  152.63,  152.60  and  162.72 
MHz  to  be  located  at  211  North  Church 
Street,  Rockford,  Illinois. 
20921-CD-P-(3)-77  Page-A-Pone  Corpora¬ 
tion  (New),  C.P.  for  a  new  station  to  oper¬ 
ate  on  162.09  MHz,  base  and  459.300  MHz. 
repeater  at  Loc.  No.  1:  5%  miles  North  of 
Eastland.  Texas:  and  464.300  MHz.  control 
at  Loc.  No.  2:  Endora  Road,  Breckenrldge, 
Texas. 

90923-CD-P-(2)-77  Intrastate  Radio  Tele¬ 
phone,  Inc.  of  San  Francisco  (KMA833), 
C.P.  for  additional  facilities  to  operate  on 
2117.2  MHz.  control,  at  Loc.  No.  4;  Round 
Top  Peak,  12*4  mUes  NE  of  Oakland,  Cali¬ 
fornia;  and  for  additional  facilities  to 
operate  on  2167.2  MHz,  repeater,  at  Loc. 
No.  7:  Sunol  Ridge,  4.3  miles  NB  of  Niles, 
California. 

J0923-CD-P-77  Intrastate  Radio  Telephone, 
Inc.  of  San  Francisco  (KQZ714),  CP.  for 
additional  faculties  to  operate  on  2117.2 
MHz,  control  at  a  new  site  described  as  Loc/ 
No.  6:  Round  Top  Peak,  12%  miles  NE  of 
Oakland,  California. 

coaaxcTioN 

a0860-CI>-P-(2)-77  Williamsport  Mobile 
Telephone  Company  (KI7S266).  Correct 
file  number  to  read  2086O-CD-P-(3)-77 
and  correct  entry  to  add  frequency  162.06 
MHz.  All  other  particulars  to  remain  as 
reported  on  PN  No.  848  dated  March  7, 1977. 

INFORMATIVE 

It  appears  that  the  following  applications 
may  be  mutually  exclusive  and  subject  to 
the  Commission's  Rules  regarding  ex  parte 
presentations,  by  reasons  of  potential  elec¬ 
trical  interference. 

304S8-CD-P-77  Industrial  Electronics  & 
Automation  Co.,  Inc.  dba  Dlal-A-Page 
(New) ,  Billings,  Montana. 

20661-ci>-P-77  Advanced  Electronics,  Inc 
(New),  BUllngs,  Montana. 

Rubai.  Radio  Service 

60218-CR-P-77  The  Mountain  States  Tele¬ 
phone  and  Telegraph  Company  (KPQ20). 
CP.  to  replace  transmitter  operating  on 
162.51  MHz  located  7.5  miles  South  of  Cas¬ 
per.  Wyoming. 

60219-CR-P-77  Southwestern  Bell  Tele¬ 
phone  Company  (new),  C.P.  for  a  new 
rural  subscriber  station  to  operate  on 
157.92,  167.95  and  157.98  MHz  to  be  located 
38  miles  Northwest  of  Laredo,  Texas. 
0O22O-CR-P/L-77  Mimising  Telephone 
Company  (new) ,  C.P.  and  license  for  a  new 
rural  subscriber  station  to  operate  <m  168.04 
and  167.80  MHz  to  be  located  8.6  mUey  NE 
of  Melstrand  on  County  Road  No.  637, 
Michigan. 

00221-CR-P/L-77  Muuislng  Telephone 
Company  (new),  C.P.  and  license  for  a  new 
rural  subscriber  station  to  operate  on 
168.04  and  167.80  MHz  to  be  located  9.3 
mUes  NE  of  Melstrand  on  County  Road 
No.  637,  Michigan. 

00222-CR-P/L-77  Munising  Telephone 
Company  (new),  C.P.  and  license  for  a  new 
rural  sub^lber  station  to  operate  on 
167.92  MHz  to  be  located  on  Main  Street. 
Vermilion,  Michigan. 

60223-CR-P/L-77  Munising  Telephone 
Company  (new),  C.P.  and  license  for  a 
new  rural  subscriber  station  to  operate  on 


1158.04  and  167.80  MHz  to  be  located  9.0 
miles  NE  of  Melstrand  on  County  E^oad 
No.  637,  Michigan. 

60224-CIt-P-77  Mountain  States  Telephone 
and  Telegraph  Company  (new),  C.P.  for 
a  new  rural  subscriber  station  to  operate 
on  157.95  MHz  to  be  located  4.6  mUes  NE 
of  Buford,  Wyoming. 

60226-CR-P/L-77  Puerto  Rico  Communi¬ 
cations  Authority  (new),  C.P.  for  (12)  new 
stations  to  operate  on  464.376,  454 .4<X), 
454.425,  454.450,  454.475,  454.600,  454.626 
and  454.550  MHz  to  be  located  at  Bo.  Cu- 
pey  Alto,  Carr.  176  Km.  9.1,  Rio  Pledras. 
Puerto  Rico. 

60226-CR-P/L-77  Same  as  above  except  lo¬ 
cated  at  Bo.  Calmito  Adentro  Carr.  176 
Km.  4.2,  Rio  Pledras,  Puerto  Rico. 

60227-CR-P/L-77  Same  as  above  except  lo¬ 
cated  at  Bo.  Masa  HI,  Carr.  946  Km.  2.7, 
Ourabo,  Puerto  Rico. 

60228-CR-P/L-77  Same  as  above  except  lo¬ 
cated  at  Bo.  Calmito  Carr.  842  Km  1.9, 
Ouaynabo,  Puerto  Rico. 

60229-CR-P/L-77  Same  as  above  except  lo¬ 
cated  at  Bo.  Sonadora  Alta  Carr.  834  Km 
5.8,  Ouaynabo.  Puerto  Rico. 

60230-CR-P/L-77  Same  as  above  except 
located  at  Bda.  Campamento  Calle  CF42. 
Ourabo,  Puerto  Rico. 

60231-CB-P/L-77  Same  as  above  except 
located  at  Bo.  Jaguas  Carr.  942  Km.  3.9, 
Ourabo,  Puerto  Rico. 

60232-CR-P/L-77  Same  as  above  except 
located  at  Bo.  Sonadora  Mamey  A1  lado 
Escuela  Mamey,  Ouaynabo,  Puerto  Rico. 

60233-CR-P/L-77  Same  as  above  except 
located  at  Bo.  Quebrada  Arena  Carr  1  Km. 
23.9,  Ouaynabo,  Puerto  Rico. 

60234-CR-P/L-77  Same  as  above  except 
located  at  Bo.  Rios  Carr.  1  Km.  20.3, 
Ouaynabo,  Puerto  Rico. 

60235M:;R-P/L-77  Same  as  above  except 
located  at  Bo.  Ouaraguao  Arriba  Carr.  8M 
Km.  3.2,  Ouaynabo.  Puerto  Rico. 

60236-CR-P/L-77  Same  as  above  except 
located  at  Bo.  Rincon  Carr.  171  Kra  4  4, 
Cldra,  Puerto  Rico. 

MAJOR  amendment 

60002-CO-P-77  Business  Communications. 
Inc.  dba  New  Orleans  Mobilfone  (New). 
Amend  iqipllcatlon  to  add  frequency 
491.076  MHz.  All  other  particulars  to 
remain  as  reported  on  PN  No.  830  dated 
November  1,  1976. 

POINT  TO  POINT  MICROWAVE  RADIO  SERVICE 

1716-CP-P-77  South  Central  Bell  Tele¬ 
phone  Company  (KJN23).  Red  Mtn.,  1600 
Beacon  Parkway  East  Birmingham,  Ala¬ 
bama.  Lat.  33°29'03"  N.  Long.  86*48'31" 
W.  C.P.  to  add  frequency  4060V  MHz 
toward  Elbow  Gap,  Alabama. 

1716- CF-P-77  Same  (KJM64),  Elbow  Gap 
3.0  miles  South  of  OdenvUle,  Alabama. 
Lat.  33*38'26''  N.  Long.  86*23'26''  W.  C.P. 
to  add  frequency  4090  MHz  toward  Red 
Mtn.,  Alabama. 

1717- CF-P/ML-77  The  Chesapeake  and 
Potomac  Telephone  Company  of  Virginia 
(KIX66),  224  Luck  Avenue  8W  of  Roanoke. 
Virginia,  Lat.  37'16'09"  N.  Long.  79*56’42” 
W.  CJ*.  to  add  frequency  11485  MHz 
toward  Greens  Knob,  Virginia. 

1718- CF-P/ML-77  Same  (KIX54),  9 'miles 
ENE  of  Roanoke,  Virginia,  Lat.  87*19'13" 
N.  Long.  79M7'46''  W.  CJ».  to  add  fre¬ 
quency  11035H  MHz  toward  Rocmoke, 
Virginia,  and  add  a  new  point  of  com¬ 
munication  on  frequency  10835V  MHz 
toward  Stone  Mtn.,  Virginia  on  azimuth 
1248  degrees. 

1719- CF-P/ML-77  The  Chesapeake  and 
Potomac  Telephone  Company  of  Virginia 
Stone  Mountain,  Virginia,  Lat.  37*11'12" 
N.  Long  79*33'26''  W.  C.P.  for  a  new  sta¬ 


tion  on  frequency  11285V  MHz  toward 
Greens  Knob,  Virginia,  on  azimuth  305  1 
degrees. 

1722- CF-P-77  American  Telephone  and 
Telegraph  Company  (KJH70),  6  miles 
WSW  of  Pennsuco,  Florida,  Lat.  26*62'24'' 
N.  Long.  80*28'69”  W.  C.P.  to  change 
polarization  from  horizontal  to  vertical 
on  frequencies  3870,  4030,  4110  MHz  toward 
Goulds.  Florida. 

1723- CF-P-77  Same  (KIP58),  28  mUes  NW 
of  Goulds.  Florida  Lat.  25*36'38"  N.  Long 
80*25’61"  W.  C.P.  to  change  polarization 
from  horizontal  to  vertical  on  frequencies 
3760,  3830,  3910  MHz  toward  Pennsuco. 
Florida,  and  change  from  vertical  to 
horizontal  on  frequencies  3890,  4060.  4130 
MHz  toward  Florida  City,  Florida. 

1724- CF-P-77  Same  (KIP59),  9.6  miles  SE 
of  Florida  City,  Florida,  Lat.  26*19'31"  N. 
Long.  80*24'16”  W.  C.P.  to  change  pdlarlza- 
tion  from  vertical  to  horizontal  on 
frequencies  3770,  3860,  3930  MHz  toward 
Goulds,  Florida. 

1725- CF-P-77  Same  (KQR42),  2.0  miles 
NE  of  Atlas.  Michigan,  Lat.  ,42 '56 '62"  N. 
Long.  83*30'03"  W.  C.P.  to  add  frequencies 
3930V  MHz  toward  Milford,  Florida. 

1736-CF-MP-77  The  Mountain  State  Tele¬ 
phone  and  Telegraph  Company  (WB099). 
3.4  miles  East  of  Greenhorn,  Colorado,  Lat. 
37*64'14"  N.  Long.  104*47'33"  W.  C.P.  to 
add  a  new  point  of  communication  on 
frequency  2178.0V  MHz  toward  Colorado 
City.  Colorado. 

1739- CF-P-77  Arizona  Telephone  Company 
(new),  2nd  Street  and  Main,  Lakevlew 
TRl  PK.  Roosevelt,  Arizona,  Lat.  33*39'67" 
N.  Long.  111*08'05"  W.  C.P.  for  a  new  sta¬ 
tion  on  frequency  2120H  MHz  toward  Mt. 
Ord,  Arizona,  on  azimuth  316.4  degrees. 

1740- CF-P-77  Arizona  Telephone  Company 
(new),  Tonto  Basin  26.0  miles  South  of 
Payson,  Arizona,  Lat.  33*60'64*'  N.  Long. 
111*18'13"  W.  CJ*.  for  a  new  station  on 
frequencies  2128.0V  MHz  toward  Mtn.  Ord. 
Arizona,  on  azimuth  303.1  degrees. 

1741- CF-P-77  Same  (new),  Hyder  37  miles 
WNW  of  Gila  Bend,  Arizona,  Lat.  33'01’04" 
N.  Long.  113 '21 '06"  W.  C.P.  for  a  new  sta¬ 
tion  on  frequency  2120.OH  MHz  toward 
Oatman  Mtn.,  Arizona,  on  azimuth  79  6 
degrees. 

1742- CP-P-77  American  Telephone  and 
Telegraph  Company  (KQF58),  0.6  miles 
South  of  West  Unity.  Ohio,  Lat.  41*34'44" 
N.  Long.  84*26'06"  W.  C.P.  to  add  fre¬ 
quency  4110V  MHz  toward  AyersvUle,  Ohio. 

1743- CF-P-77  American  Telephone  and 
Telegraph  Company  (KQA88).  2.9  miles 
South  of  Alyersvllle,  Ohio,  Lat.  41*11'47" 
N.  Long.  84*16'67"  W.  CJ».  to  add  fre¬ 
quency  4150V  MHz  toward  West  Unity, 
Ohio. 

1744- CF-P-77  Same  (KIK96).  08  miles  E 
of  Omaha,  Alabama,  Lat.  33*18'0S"  N. 
Long.  86*18’19"  W.  C.P.  to  change  polariza¬ 
tion  from  horizontal  to  vertical  on  fre¬ 
quencies  3760,  3830,  3910,  3990,  4160  MHz 
toward  Palmetto  and  from  vertical  to 
horizontal  on  frequencies  3730,  3810,  3890. 
3970,  4060,  4130  MHz  toward  Palmetto. 
Georgia. 

.1746-CF-P-77  Same  (KIK95).  Palmetto  4  5 
miles  Roscoe,  Georgia,  Lat.  33*31'38"  N. 
Long.  84*45'13"  W.  C.P.  to  change  polari¬ 
zation  from  horizontal  to  vertical  3710. 
3790,  3870.  3960,  4030,  4110  MHz  toward 
Omaha  and  vertical  and  horizontal  on 
frequencies  3770,  3850,  3930,  4010,  4090 
MHz  toward  Omaha,  Alabama. 

1692-CF-P-77  N-Trlple-C,  Inc.  (WOI23),  5  0 
miles  west  of  Miami.  Oklahoma,  Lat  36' 
52'49"  N,  Long.  94*69'27"  W.  CJ*.  to  add 
6226.9V  toward  a  new  point  of  communica¬ 
tion  at  Grove,  Oklahoma,  on  azimuth 
1608  degrees:  power  split  6226  9H  toward 
Vlnlta 
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3324  Cl-P-68  Frank  K.  Spain  d/b  a  Mi¬ 
crowave  Service  Company  (new),  Frazier 
Mountain,  California  (Lat.  34’46'30''  N. 
Long.  118°58'06"  W.) ;  Application  amend¬ 
ed — (a)  to  correct  coordinates  of  station 
to  foregoing  coordinates;  (b)  to  change 
frequencies  to  6197.2V  MHz.  6226.9H  MHz. 
6256.5V  MHz.  and  6315.9V  MHz  toward 
from  Mountain,  California:  (c)  to  change 
transmitters  toward  Iron  Mountain,  Call- 
fronia;  and  (d)  to  add  frequencies  6315.9H 
MHz  and  6375. 2H  MHz  toward  Bakersfield. 
California 

3325-C1-P-68  Frank  K.  Spain  d  b  a  Micro- 
wave  Service  Company  )  new ) ,  Iron  Moun¬ 
tain,  California  (Lat.  35°41'14”  N.  Long. 
118  50'53"  W.)  :  Application  amended — 
( a )  to  correct  station  coordinates  to  fore¬ 
going  coordinates;  (b)  to  change  antenna 
structure;  (c)  to  change  frequencies  to 
5945.2V  MHz.  6004.5V  MHz.  6063.8V  MHz, 
6123.1V  MHz,  and  6345.5V  MHz  toward 
Porterville,  California,  and  (d)  to  change 
transmitters  toward  Porterville,  California. 
(Note. — Waiver  of  Section  21.701  (i)  of  the 
Commission’s  Rules  is  requested.) 

1044-CF-P-7'7  The  Bell  Telephone  Company 
of  Pennsylvania  (KIL37),  Lookout  Mtn., 
4.7  Miles  SE  of  Dupont,  Pennsylvania, 
.“tmend  coordinates  to  read  Lat.  41'15'45" 
N.  Long.  75°42'26"  W.  All  other  particu¬ 
lars  remain  as  reported  on  Public  Notice 
No.  842.  dated  January  24.  1977. 

CORRECTIONS 

1089-CP-P-77  Southern  Bell  Telephone  and 
Telegraph  Company.  This  entry  appeared 
on  Public  Notice  No.  842,  January  24,  1977 
and  was  corrected  to  change  the  file  num¬ 
ber  on  Public  Notice  No.  844,  February  7, 
1977,  but  the  wrong  call  sign  was  used. 
This  entry  is  correct  to  read  as  follows; 
1080-CF-P-77  Southern  Bell  Telephone 
and  Telegraph  Company  (KJA98),  Pine  at 
Harlee,  Marion,  South  Carolina.  Lat.  34*- 
10'47"  N.  Long.  79“23'53"  W.  C.P.  to  change 
polarization  from  Horlzontai  to  Vertical 
on  frequencies  3990,  4070,  4150  MHz  toward 
Florence,  South  Carolina. 


NOTICES 

mission's  rules  and  regulations  or  its 
fxiljcies. 

Final  action  will  not  be  taken  on  any 
of  these  applications  earlier  than  31  days 
following  the  date  of  this  notice,  except 
for  radio  applications  not  requiring  a 
30 -day  notice  period  (See  §  309(c)  of  the 
Communications  Act),  applications  filed 
under  Part  68,  applications  filed  under 
Part  63  relative  to  small  projects,  of  as 
otherwise  noted.  Unless  specified  to  the 
contrary,  comments  or  petiitons  may  be 
filed  concerning  radio  and  Section  214 
applications  within  30  days  of  the  date 
of  this  notice  and  within  20  days  for  Part 
68  applications. 

In  order  for  an  application  filed  imder 
Part  21  of  the  Commission’s  Rules  (Do¬ 
mestic  Public  Radio  Services)  to  be  con¬ 
sidered  mutually  exclusive  with  any 
other  such  aioplication  appearing  herein, 
it  must  be  substantially  complete  and 
tendered  for  filing  by  whichever  date  is 
earlier:  (a)  the  close  of  business  one 
business  day  preceding  the  day  on  which 
the  Commission  takes  action  on  the  pre¬ 
viously  filed  application;  or  (b)  within 
60  days  after  the  date  of  the  public  no¬ 
tice  listing  the  first  prior  filed  applica¬ 
tion  (with  which  the  subsequent  applica¬ 
tion  is  in  conflict)  as  having  been  ac¬ 
cepted  for  filing.  In  common  carrier 
radio  services  other  than  those  listed 
under  Part  21,  the  cut-off  date  for  filing 
a  mutually  exclusive  application  is  the 
close  of  business  one  business  day  pre¬ 
ceding  the  day  on  which  the  previously 
filed  application  is  designated  for  hear¬ 
ing.  With  limited  exceptions,  an  appli¬ 
cation  which  is  subsequently  amended  by 
a  major  change  will  be  considered  as  a 
newly  filed  application  for  purpases  of 
the  cut-off  rule.  I  See  §  1.227(b)(3)  and 
21.30(b)  of  the  Commission’s  Rules.] 


The  following  applications  originally  ap¬ 
peared  on  Public  Notice  No.  843,  January  31, 
1977  and  were  corrected  on  Public  Notice  No. 
847,  February  28.  1977.  The  correction  Inad¬ 
vertently  showed  the  applicant  as  New  York 
Telephone  Company,  but  Is  now  revised  to 
read  American  Telephone  and  Telegraph 
Company,  as  statea  on  the  original  Public 
Notice. 

File  numbers:  1276-CF-P-77,  1277-CF-P- 
77. 

1611-CF-P-77  Western  Tele-Communica¬ 
tions.  Inc.  (KBP  65),  Cooper  Mtn.,  12.3 
miles  NW  of  Bonneville.  Wyoming.  (Lat. 
43*26T5"  N.  Long.  107*59'47''  W.) :  This 
entry  appearing  in  Public  Notice  of  March 
7,  1977,  Is  corrected  to  show  call  sign  as 
KPB  65.  All  other  particulars  remain  the 
same  as  previously  reported. 
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I  Report  No.  850] 

COMMON  CARRIER  SERVICES 
INFORMATION 

Applications  Accepted  for  Filing 

March  21,  1977. 

The  applications  listed  herein  have 
been  found,  upon  initial  review,  to  be 
acceptable  for  filing.  The  Commission 
reserves  the  right  to  return  any  of  these 
applications,  if  upon  further  examina¬ 
tion,  It  is  determined  they  are  defective 
and  not  In  conformance  with  the  Com- 


Pederal  Communications 
Commission. 

Vincent  J.  Mullins, 

Secretary. 

Applications  Accepted  For  Piling 

DOMESTIC  PUBLIC  LAND  MOBILE  RADIO  SERVICE 

20950-CD-P-77  Phone  Depots.  Inc.,  d.b.a. 
Mobilfone  Radio  System  (KEA254)  C.P.  for 
additional  facilities  to  operate  on  152.21 
MHz.  to  be  located  at  a  new  site  described 
as  Loc.  No.  9:  1  Hanson  Place,  New  York, 
New  York. 

20951-CD-TC-(2)-77  The  Allied  Compa¬ 
nies,  Inc.  Consent  to  Transfer  of  Control 
from  P.  Scott  Davis  and  Winifred  K.  Davis, 
Transferors  to  F.  Scott  Davis  and  Gwen 
M.  Davis,  Transferees.  Stations;  KAL863 
and  KTS271,  Ti^ka,  Kansas. 

20952-CD-P-(5)-77  Illinois  Bell  Telephone 
Company  (KSA802),  C.P.  to  change  an¬ 
tenna  system  and  relocate  facilities  operat¬ 
ing  on  152.54,  152.60,  152.63  and  152.69 
MHz.,  base  and  157.80,  157.86,  157.89  and 
157.95  MHz.,  test,  to  be  located  at  1520 
West  Northmoor  Road.  Peoria,  niinois. 

20953-CD-P-  ( 2 )  -77  Northwestern  Tele¬ 
phone  Systems,  Inc.,  (KFL914),  C.P.  to  re¬ 
locate  facilities  operating  on  152.54  and 
152.69  MHz.  to  be  located  at  Blacktail 
Mountain,  12.1  miles  south  of  Kallspell, 
Montana. 

20954-CD-P-77  Empire  Paging  Corporation 
(KRS675),  C.P.  for  additional  faculties  to 
operate  on  454.150  MHz,  to  be  located  at 
a  new  site  described  as  Loc.  No.  IS:  204 


Mountain  Horeb  Road.  Warren  Township, 
New  Jersey. 

20955-CD-AI-77  University  of  North  Caro¬ 
lina  Consent  to  Assignment  of  License 
from  University  of  North  Carolina.  Assignor 
to  Southern  Bell  Telephone  &  Telegraph 
Company,  Assignee.  Station;  KIR206, 
Chapel  Hill.  North  Carolina. 

20956-CD-P-77  James  M.  Pelley  (new), 
C.P.  for  a  new  station  to  operate  on  454.175 
MHz.  to  be  located  at  Pleasant  Heights. 
East  Liverpool,  Ohio. 

20957-CD-MP-77  Gulf  Central  Communi¬ 
cations  &  Electronics.  Inc.  (KU0596),  C.P. 
to  change  antenna  system  and  relocate 
facilities  operating  on  454.200  MHz.  to  b# 
located  at  a  new  site  described  as  Loc.  No. 
2:  1  mile  NE.  of  Intracoastal  City.  Louis¬ 
iana. 

20958-CD-P-(6)-77  Mobile  Radio  System 
of  Ventura.  Inc.  (KMA835),  C.P.  for  addi¬ 
tional  facilities  to  operate  on  152.12,  152.21 
and  454.325  MHz.,  base  to  be  located  at  2 
new  sites  described  as  Loc.  No.  2;  at  South 
Mountain,  approximately  3.0  miles  SE.  of 
Santa  Paula.  California;  and  Loc.  No.  3: 
At  Red  Mountain,  approximately  6.0  miles 
NW.  of  Ventura.  California. 

20959-CD-  P-  ( 2 )  -77  Cook’s  Communications 
Corporation  d.b.a.  Sierra  Communications 
(KRH673),  C.P.  for  additional  faculties  to 
operate  on  152.24  MHz.  to  be  located  at  a 
new  site  described  as  Loc.  No.  2:  At  Brock - 
way  Summit,  approximately  2.8  miles  SE. 
of  Truckee,  California;  and  for  additional 
facilities  to  operate  on  459.250  MHz.,  con¬ 
trol  to  be  ’ocated  at  a  new  site  described 
as  Loc.  No.  3:  at  Slide  Mountain,  approxi¬ 
mately  13  miles  SE.  of  Reno,  Nevada. 

20960-CD-P-77  Cook's  Communications 
Corporation  d.b.a.  Sierra  Communications 
(KOPa44),  C.P.  for  additional  facilities  to 
operate  on  454.250  MHz.  to  be  located  at 
a  new  site  described  as  Loc.  No.  3 :  at  Brock - 
way  Summit,  approximately  2.8  miles  SE. 
of  Truckee,  California. 

20961-CD-P-(3)-77  Colonial  Mobile  Tele¬ 
phone  and  Paging  Service,  Inc.  (KUO607), 
C.P.  for  additional  facilities  to  operate  on 
454.350  MHz.,  base  and  75.92  MHz.,  repeater 
to  be  located  at  a  new  site  de.scribed  as 
Loc.  No.  2:  Mt.  Greylock,  2.5  fiues  NW. 
of  Adams,  Massachusetts;  and  for  addition¬ 
al  facilities  to  operate  on  72.94  MHz.,  con¬ 
trol  at  Loc.  No.  1 :  Mt.  Tom,  Holyoke. 
Maasachusetts. 

20962-CD-P-77  <3oshen  Telephone  Com¬ 
pany,  Inc.  (New),  C.P.  for  a  new  1-way 
station  to  operate  on  152.84  MHz.,  to  be 
located  500  feet  oC  county  road  No.  32; 
l\i^  mile  west  of  Goshen,  Alabama. 

20963-CD-R-77  Radio  Dispatch  Company 
(KEC927),  Renewal  of  license  expiring 
April  1,  1977.  Term;  April  1,  1977  to  April 
1,  1979. 

20964-CD-P-77  Central  Radio  Dispatch. 
Inc.  (KKI460),  C.P.  to  change  antenna 
system  and  relocate  facilities  operating  on 
454.150  MHz.,  at  Loc.  No.  2  to  be  located 
at  449  Calumet  Street.  DaUas,  Texas. 

20965-CD-P-77  Mobllfone  Service,  Inc. 
(KKA341),  C.P.  to  replace  transmitter  and 
change  antenna  system  operating  on  152.15 
MHz.  located  at  4111  South  Darlington, 
Tulsa,  Oklahoma. 

20966-CD-ML-77  Answerphone  of  C’jmber- 
land  and  Atlantic  Counties.  Inc.  (KTS279), 
Modification  of  license  to  change  frequency 
from  454.300  MHz.  to  454.100  MHz.  located 
South  of  Elm  and  West  of  Orchard,  Vine- 
land,  New  Jersey. 

20967-OD-P-77  TTie  Ohio  Bell  Telephone 
Company  (KWU864),  C.P.  to  relocate  fa¬ 
culties  curating  on  158.10  MHz.  at  Loc. 
No.  3  to  be  located  2.65  miles  NE.  of  Spring- 
boro  on  Five  Polnt-Lytle  Road,  l^lngboro. 
Ohio. 
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a0968-C!D-P-(2)-77  Southern  Bell  Tele- 
I^one  and  Telegr^h  Company  (KIJSad), 
CP.  to  replace  transmitter  operating  on 
162.61  MHz.,  base  and  167.77  MHz.,  teet 
located  at  213  South  Colt  Street,  Florence, 
South  Carolina. 

2096&-CI>-P/Ii-77  Taklma  Telephone  An¬ 
swering  Service,  Inc.  (new) ,  CP.  for  a  new 
1-way  signaling  station  to  operate  on 
168.70  MHz.  to  be  located  at  Ahtanum 
Ridge,  6  miles  South  of  Yahlma,  Washing¬ 
ton. 

20970-CD-P-77  Harris  H.  Hall  d.bA.  Pola 
Island  Compcmy  (new),  CP.  for  a  new 
station  to  operate  on  4M.060  MHz.  to  be 
located  at  Alava  Mountain  television  tower, 
Pago  Pago,  American  Samoa. 
20971-CD-P-(2)-77  Suburban  Mobile  Tele¬ 
phone  Co.  (new),  CP.  for  a  new  station 
to  operate  on  464.076  and  464.276  MHz.  to 
be  locate  mUe  West  of  Int.  Bt.  283  and 
Street  Road.  Lahaska,  Pennsylvania. 
20972-CI>-Rr-77  New  England  Telephone 
and  Telegraph  Cmnpany  (KA9446)  (Devel¬ 
opmental).  Renewal  of  License  expiring 
April  26,  1977.  Term:  April  26,  1977  to 
AprU  26, 1978. 

20973-CD-P-77  Empire  Paging  Corp.  (KAA 
209),  C.P.  for  additional  facUltlee  to  oper¬ 
ate  on  162.24  MHz.  to  be  located  at  a  new 
site  described  as  Loc.  No.  2:  World  Trade 
Center,  New  York,  New  York. 
20974-CI>-B~77  Bell  Telephone  Company  of 
Nevada  (KD927I)  (Devel<^mental),  Re¬ 
newal  of  License  expiring  April  27,  1977. 
Term:  AprU  27,  1977  to  April  27.  1978. 
20976-CI>-P-77  Cook’s  Communications 
Corporation  d.b.a.  Answering  By  Blrken 
(KU8370),  CP.  to  change  antenna  system 
operating  on  162.24  MHz.  located  at  Sacri¬ 
fice  Cliff,  3  mUes  South  of  Billings, 
Montana. 

20976-CD-P-(2)-77  Cook’s  Communica¬ 
tions  Corporation  d.ba.  Answering  By 
Blrken  (KOP396) ,  C.P.  to  replace  transmit¬ 
ter  and  change  antenna  sy^m  operating 
on  162.03  and  152.21  MHz.  and  relocate 
facilities  operating  on  162.03  MHz.  to  be 
located  at  Sacrifice  Cliff,  3  mUes  South  of 
Billings,  Montana. 

IWrOllCATlVZ 

It  appears  that  the  foUowlng  applications 
may  be  mutusdly  exclusive  and  subject  to 
the  Commission's  Rules  regarding  ex  parte 
presentations,  by  reasons  of  potential  elec¬ 
trical  Interference. 

20161-CD-P-77  Phone  Depots,  Inc.  d.bJt. 
Mobllfone  Radio  System  (new).  White 
Plains,  New  York. 

20663-CD-P-77  Messages  By  Radio  (new). 
Buchanan,  New  York. 

Point  To  Point  Micbowave  Radio  Sebvicx 

1777- CF-P-77  Southwestern  Bell  Telephone 
Company  (KSW6).  406  North  Broadway 
Ave.,  Oklahoma  Cl^.  Oklahoma.  Lt.  36*8'- 
16"  N,  Long.  97*30'63"  W.  C.P.  to  add  fre¬ 
quency  6197.3H  MHz.  toward  Yukon,  Okla¬ 
homa. 

1778- CF-P-77  Same  (WKHSO)  4.3  miles 
NNB.  of  Yukon,  Oklahoma.  Lat.  36*3S’64" 
N.,  Long.  97*43'68"  W.  C.P.  to  add  antenna 
and  frequencies  5946.2V,  6034.2H.  1073e.0V 
MHz.  toward  Oklahoma  City,  Oklahoma. 

1779- CF-P-77  Same  (KSW38)  2.2  mUes 
8SW.  of  Minco,  Oklahoma.  Lat.  36*ie'86" 
N.,  Long.  97*67'32"  W.  CP.  to  add  antenna 
and  frequencies  6197.2V  MHz.  toward  Yu¬ 
kon,  Oklahoma,  and  6197.2H  MHz.  toward 
Cement.  Oklahoma. 

1780- CP-P-77  Same  (WAU213)  2.4  mUes 
EBB.  of  Cement,  Oklahoma.  Lat.  84*66'86" 
N..  Long.  96*06*24’'  W.  C.P.  to  add  antenna 
and  frequencies  6946.2V  MHz.  toward 
Mlnoo  and  6004.6H  MHz.  toward  Chloka- 
sha,  Oklahoma. 


1781-CF-P-77  Same  (new)  628  Kansas 
Street,  Chickasha,  Oklahoma.  Lt.  36*03'01" 
N.,  Long.  97*66'20"  W.  CP.  to  add  station 
on  frequency  6266.6V  MHz.  toward  Cement, 
Oklahoma  on  azimuth  228.2*. 

1786- CF-P-77  Copper  Valley  Telephone  Co- 
<H>eratlve,  Inc.  (new).  Olenn  Highway  mUe 
188.8  Glennallen,  Alaska.  Lat.  62*06'32"  N., 
Long.  145*29'13"  W.  CP.  for  a  new  station 
on  frequency  2178.2H  MHz.  toward  Cooper 
Center,  Alaska  on  azimuth  164.6*. 

1787- CF-P-77  Same  (new)  2.8  South  on 

Richardson  Highway,  Cooper  Center, 
Alaska.  Lat.  ei*64'68"  N.,  Long.  146*17'30" 
W.  CP.  for  a  new  station  on  frequencies 
2128.2H  MHz.  toward  Olennallen  on  azi- 
mutb  334.6*  and  2121  .fiV  MHz,  toward 
Edgerton,  Alaska  on  azimuth  169.6*. 

1788- CF-P-77  Same  (new)  Edgerton  4.46 
miles  NNE.  of  Tonslna,  Alaksa.  Lat.  61*42'- 
48"  N..  Long.  146*07'68"  W.  C.P.  for  a  new 
station  on  frequency  3127.6V  MHz.  toward 
Cooper  Center,  Alaska  on  azimuth  339.6*. 

1817- CP-P-77  New  Jersey  Bell  Telephone 
Company  (WBB307),  490  Prospect  Avenue 
West,  Orange,  New  Jersey.  Lat.  40*47'23" 
N.,  Long.  74*16'17'’  W.  CP.  to  add  frequen¬ 
cies  6197.2H,  6316.9H,  MHz.  toward  New 
Brunswick  on  azimuth  48.1*,  6390.0H. 
11426H,  11246H,  11485V  MHz.  toward  Pud- 
dlngstne  on  azimuth  285.7*  and  11286V, 
11625H.  11686H.  11446V  MHz.  toward  New¬ 
ark,  New  Jersey  on  azimuth  183.6*. 

1818- CP-P-77  Same  (KYS37)  18  Paterson  Bt.. 
New  Brunswick,  New  Jersey.  Lat.  40*29'40" 
N.,  Long.  74*26'37"  W.  C.P.  to  add  frequen¬ 
cies  6974.8H.  6093. 6H,  MHz.  toward  West 
Orange.  New  Jersey. 

1819- CF-P-77  Same  (KEA69)  76  Passaic  8t., 
Rochelle  Park,  New  Jersey.  Lat.  40*64'49’' 
N..  Long.  74*04'36'’  W.  CP.  to  add  a  new 
point  of  communication  on  frequencies 
610e.3H,  11015H  MHz.  toward  West  Orange^ 
New  Jersey  on  azimuth  228.2*. 

1820- CF-P-77  New  Jersey  Bell  Telephone 
Company  (KEK06),  Puddlngstone  2  miles 
NW.  of  Morristown,  New  Jersey.  Lat. 
40*60'44"  N.,  Long.  74*81'02"  W.,  CP.  to 
add  new  point  of  communication  on  fre¬ 
quencies  1075H,  11036V  MHz.  toward  West 
Orange,  New  Jersey  on  azimuth  106.6*. 

1821- CF-P-77  (KEK98)  96  William  Street. 

Newark.  New  Jersey,  Lat.  40*44'04"  N., 
Long.  74*10'43"  W.  C.P.  to  add  a  new  point 
of  communication  on  frequencies  10766H, 
10996V,  10836V.  11076MHz  toward  West 
Orange.  New  Jersey  on  azimuth  313.6*. 

1834-CF-P-77  The  Offshore  Telephone  Com¬ 
pany  (new),  El  215B  Block  216,  Eugene 
Island,  Area.  Oulf  of  Mexico.  Lat.  28*38'06" 
N.,  Long.  91*29'21"  W.  C.P.  for  a  new  sta¬ 
tion  on  frequencies  3177.0V  MHz.  toward 
El  176B  on  azimuth  304.2*  and  3170.4V 
MHz.  toward  SS  332A,  Gulf  of  Mexico  on 
azimuth  126A*. 

1836-CF-P-77  Same  (new)  SS  222A  Block 
222,  Ship  Shoal  Area,  Oulf  of  Mexico.  Lat. 
28*29'38"  N.,  Long.  9l*16'22"  W.  CP.  for 
a  new  station  on  frequencies  2130.4V  MHz. 
toward  El  216B  on  azimuth  306.6*  2112.0H 
MHz.  toward  88  319A  on  azimuth  83.9* 
and  2138.0V  MHz.  toward  El  396B  on  azi¬ 
muth  237.0*. 

1836-CF-P-77  Same  (new)  88  219A  Block 
219,  Ship  Shoal  Area,  Gulf  of  Mexico.  Lat. 
38*30'25"  N.,  Long.  91*06'06"  W.  C.P,  for 
a  new  station  on  frequencies  3162.0H  MHz. 
toward  88  222A  on  azimuth  264.0*,  2168.8H 
toward  SS  207A  on  azimuth  70.0*  and 
2175JiV  MHz.  toward  SS  391A  on  azimuth 
178.1*. 

1827-CF-P-77  Same  (new)  SS  207A  Block 
207,  Ship  Shoal  Area,  Gulf  of  Mexico.  Lat. 
28'31'41"  N.,  Long.  90*68*42"  W.  CP.  for 
a  new  station  on  frequencies  3118.8H  MHz. 
toward  SS  319A  on  azimuth  269.0*  and 
2129.0H  MHz.  toward  88  204A  on  azimuth 
2706*. 


1828- CP-P-77  8ame  (new)  SS  291A  Block 
391,  Ship  Shoal  Area,  Gulf  of  Mexico.  Lat 
38'16'29"  N.,  Long.  9r05'34"  W.  C.P.  for 
a  new  station  on  frequency  3125.2V  MHz 
toward  SS  319A  on  azimuth  368.1*. 

1829- CP-P-77  Same  (new)  SS  204A  Block 
204,  Ship  Shoal  Area,  Gulf  of  Mexico.  Lat 
2S*31'46"  N.,  Long.  9r05'68"  W.  C.P.  for 
a  new  station  on  frequency  2179.0H  MHz 
toward  SS  207A  on  azimuth  90.6". 

1830- CP-P-77  (WQR67)  El  296B  Block  296 

Elugene  Island  Area.  Gulf  of  Mexico.  Lat 
28’20'33"  N..  Long.  91'32'16"  W.  C.P  to 
change  receive  location  and  Increase  an¬ 
tenna  structure  height  on  frequency 
2178.0V  MHz.  toward  SS  222A  on  azimuth 
66.9*. 

1831- CP-MP-77  Same  (WAS4161  El  175H 
Block  175,  Eugene  Island  Are^  Gulf  of 
Mexico.  Lat.  28”46'45"  N..  Long.  9r43  54' 
W.  Mod.  of  C.P.  (8097-CF-P-76)  to  cbaiipc 
receive  location  on  frequency  60342V  MH/ 
toward  El  128C  on  azimuth  33.0*.  lncrea.se 
antenna  and  add  a  new  point  of  commu¬ 
nication  on  frequencies  21 18  OH  MHz  to¬ 
ward  SMI  60B  on  azimuth  246.6*  2126. .IV 
MHz.  toward  El  216B,  Gulf  of  Mexico  on 
azimuth  134.1*. 

18S3-CF-P-77  American  Telephone  and 
Telegraph  (Company  (KJM71>,  5.6  miles  s 
of  Jasper,  Florida.  Lat.  30*28'17"  N.,  Long 
82*66*17"  W.  C.P.  to  change  polarization 
horizontal  and  vertical  on  frequencies 
3760,  3830,  3910,  4070.  4160,  4198  MHz,  to¬ 
ward  Lake  CKy,  and  from  vertical  to  hori¬ 
zontal  3930,  4010,  4090  MHz  toward  Lake 
City,  Florida. 

1833- CF-P-77  General  Telephone  Company 
of  the  Northwestern,  Inc.  (new),  761  Mans¬ 
field,  Washington,  Lat.  46*16*42"  N..  Long. 
119*16*34**  W.  C.P.  for  a  new  station  on 
frequencies  10995.0V,  11075.0V  MHz  toward 
Badger  Hill  PR  on  azimuth  213.1  degrees 
and  from  passive  reflector  Kennewick  on 
azimuth  102.8  degrees. 

1834- CF-P-77  Same  (WHT64),  Kennewick 
Hin,  4916  W.  Clearwater.  Kennewick,  Wash¬ 
ington,  Lat.  46*12*47**  N.,  Long.  119*11'09' 
W.  C.P.  to  add  a  new  point  of  communi¬ 
cation  on  frequencies  11525V,  11605V  MHz 
toward  Badger  Hill,  Washington  on  azi¬ 
muth  282.9  degrees. 

1886-CF-P-77  Southwestern  Bell  Telephone 
Company  (new),  301  West  Whaley  Long¬ 
view,  Texas,  Lat.  32*29*69'*  N.,  Long.  94*- 
44*29**  W.,  C.P.  for  a  new  .station  on  fre¬ 
quency  3710H  MHz  toward  East  Mtn  RS 
Texas  on  azimuth  315.5  degrees. 

1837-CF-P-77  Same  (new)  2.0  miles  NW  of 
Bast  Mountain.  Texas.  Lat.  32*36*36"  N.. 
Long  94*62*11"  W.  C  P.  for  a  new  station 
on  frequency  4070H  MHz  toward  Longview. 
Texas  on  azimuth  135.4  deerrees. 

1861- CF-P/L-77  RCA  Alaska  Communica¬ 
tions.  Inc.  (WAS431).  Agi'le  HUl  32.07,  26 
miles  NW  of  Fairbanks.  Alaska,  Lat.  65*- 
13*03"  N.,  Long.  148*03*26**  W.  C.P.  for  a 
new  station  on  frequencies  6152.8H  MHz 
toward  Llvengood.  Alaska  on  azimuth  334  8 
degrees  6093.6H  MHz  toward  Pedro.  Alaska 
on  azimuth  127.6  degrees  and  6123.1V  MHz' 
toward  Pmp  Stn  7,  Alaska  on  azimuth  315  4 
degrees. 

1862- CF-P/L-77  Same  (WAH420).  Stuck  88 
miles  Richardson  Hwy.  12  miles  Copper 
Alaska.  Lat.  61*47*29**  N.,  Long.  146*16*14" 
W.  C.P.  for  a  new  station  on  frequenciei? 
6125.8V  MHz  toward  Oakona  on  azimuth 
354.7  degrees.  6093.5V  MHz  toward  Kimball 
Pass  on  azlmutlA  168  6  degrees  and  6123. IH 
MHz  toward  Pmp  Stn  11,  Alaska  on  azi¬ 
muth  340.3  degrees. 

1753-CF-MP-77  *rho  Mountain  State  Tele¬ 
phone  and  Telegraph  Comoany  (WAU337). 
Hndrsn  Mine,  10.1  miles  West  of  Emolre. 
Colorado,  Lat.  39*46*10"  N..  Long.  105*- 
51*02**  W.  C.P.  to  add  frequency  10715H 
MHs  toward  Hndrsn  MN  PR  and  from  the 
passive  reflector  to  Berthoud  PS 
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1754-CF-MP-77  Same  (WPE71),  Berthoud 
PS.  4.6  miles  WNW  of  Empire,  C<riorado. 
Lat.  39*47'38"  N..  Long.  105*45'48''  W.  C.P. 
to  add  frequency  11645H  MHz  toward 
Hndrsn  MN  and  from  passive  reflector  to 
Hndrs  Mine,  Colorado. 

1765- CF-P-77  Michigan  Bell  Telephone 
Company  (KQI80),  444  Michigan  Ave., 
Detroit,  Michigan,  C.P.  to  add  a  new  point 
of  communication  on  frequencies  10835V, 
10876V,  10915V,  10955H.  10995V,  11035H. 
11075V  MHz  toward  Royal  Oak.  Michigan 
on  azimuth  336.9  degrees. 

1766- CF-P-77  Same  (new),  225  S.  Troy, 

Royal  Oak,  Michigan.  Lat.  42'29T2''  N., 
Long.  83°08’34''  W.  C.P.  for  a  new  station 
on  frequencies  11285V.  11325H,  11365V, 
11405H,  11446V.  11485H,  11525V  MHz  to¬ 
ward  Detroit,  Michigan  on  azimuth  156.8 
degrees  and  11285H.  11325V.  11365H, 

11405V,  11445H  MHz  toward  Pontiac.  Mich¬ 
igan  on  azimuth  324.4  degrees. 

1767- CF-P-77  Same  (KVU86).  54  N.  Mill 
Street,  Pontiac,  Michigan,  C.P.  to  add  a 
new  point  of  communication  on  frequen¬ 
cies  10835H,  10875V,  10915H,  10955V,  10995H 
MHz  toward  Royal  Oak.  Michigan  on  azi¬ 
muth  144.3  degrees. 

1799-CP-P-77  CPI  Microwave.  Inc.  (WPE 
59),  Houston,  One  Shell  Plaza.  Houston. 
Texas,  Lat.  29'45'32"  N..  Long.  95*22'02'' 
W.  C.P.  to  add  6078. 6H  toward  a  new  point 
of  communication  at  LBJ  Space  Center. 
Texas,  on  azimuth  129.4  degrees. 

1732-CF-MP-77  Mid-Kansas,  Inc.  (VVBB 
403),  1.25  miles  North  of  Greensburg, 

-  Kansas  (Lat.  37®38'00'’  N..  Long.  99®17'- 
42”  W.) :  Construction  permit  to  add 
6241.7V  MHz  toward  Bucklln,  Kansjis,  via 
power  split,  on  azimuth  251.4  degrees. 

1752-CF-P-77  Western  Tele-Communica¬ 
tions,  Inc.  (KPT  21).  Nelson  Pk..  18  miles 
SW  of  Salt  Lake  City,  Utah  (Lat. 
40'>36'28”  N.,  Long.  112<>09'27”  W.)  :  Con¬ 
struction  permit  to  add  11485H  MHz  to¬ 
ward  Salt  Lake  City  (TOC),  Utah,  via 
power  split,  on  azimuth  51.8  degrees. 

1758- CP-P-77  Eastern  Microwave,  Inc. 
(WBB  309),  2.2  miles  West  of  State  Route 
711  and  U.S.  Route  119,  Connellsvllle. 
Pennsylvania  (Lat.  40®01'10”  N.,  Long. 
79°38'32”  W.) :  Construction  permit  to  add 
11135.0H  and  108150H  MHz  Unlontown, 
Pennsylvania,  on  azimuth  222.9  degrees. 

1759- CP-R-77  General  Telephone  Company 
of  Kentucky  (WAU  303),  Temporary  fixed- 
developmental  within  the  territory  of  the 
Grantee.  Received  renewal  for  above  sta¬ 
tion. 

1792- CF-MP-77  Frank  K.  Spain  d.b.a. 
Microwave  Service  Company  (WBB  344), 
St.  Catherine's  Ridge,  7.0  miles  SW  of  Du¬ 
buque.  Iowa.  (Lat.  42'’24'16”  N.,  Long. 
90°  34’12”  W.)  :  Modification  of  construc¬ 
tion  permit  to  change  transmit  station 
name,  change  transmit  station  location  to 
the  above  and  to  change  frequency  to 
5960.OH  MHz  toward  Plattevllle,  Wiscon¬ 
sin,  on  azimuth  10.7  degrees. 

1793- CF-MP-77  Frank  K.  Spain  ,  d.b.a. 
Microwave  Service  Company  (V^B  343), 
Pioneer  Tower  Building.  University  Cam¬ 
pus.  Plattevllle.  Wisconsin  (Lat.  42°43'- 
57”  N.,  Long.  90°  34'12”  W.) :  Modification 
of  construction  permit  to  change  receive 
station  location  and  to  change  frequency 
to  6212.0H  MHz  toward  St.  Catherine's 
Ridge,  Iowa,  on  azimuth  190.8  degrees. 

1848- CP-P-77  Mountain  Microwave  (new), 
KMGH-TV,  123  Speer  Boulevard,  Denver, 
Colorado  (Lat.  39°43'34“  N.,  Long.  104®59'- 
06”  W.) :  Construction  permit  for  new  sta¬ 
tion — 10895H  MHz  toward  Colorow  Hill, 
Colorado,  on  azimuth  271.6  degrees. 

1849- CF-P-77  Mountain  Microwave  (new). 
KWGN-TV,  550  Unooln  Street,  Denver, 

'  Colorado  (Lat.  3»°4S'29”  N.,  Long.  104°59'- 


08”  W.) :  Construction  permit  for  new  sta¬ 
tion— 10816H  MHz  toward  Colorow  Hill, 
Colorado,  on  azimuth  272.0  degrees. 

1850-CF-P-77  Western  Tele-Ckmununlca- 
tions,  Inc.  (WAU  304),  136  East  South 
Temple  Street,  Salt  Lake  City,  Utah  (Lat. 
40°46'09”  N.,  Long.  111°63'12”  W.) :  Con¬ 
struction  permit  to  add  6078.6H  MHz  to¬ 
ward  Nelson  Pk.  and  to  add  5974.8V  and 
6093.5V  MHz  toward  Salt  Lake  City 
(KTVX),  both  in  Utah,  on  azimuths  232.0 
and  234.1,  respectively. 

MAJOR  AMENDMENT 

1605-CF-P-77  Mid-Kansas.  Inc.  (KZA  43), 
0.6  mile  East  of  Lyons,  Kansas  (Lat.  38°- 
20'48'’  N.,  Long.  98°10'23”  W.) ;  Applica¬ 
tion  amended  to  change  frequency  to 
6271.3V  MHz  toward  Ellinwood  and  Ells¬ 
worth,  both  in  Kansas,  via  ix>wer  split, 
on  azimuths  270.3  and  351.6  degrees,  re¬ 
spectively. 

CORRECTION 

617- CF-P-77  South  Central  Bell  Telephone 
Company  (KLW25),  corrected  receive  sta¬ 
tion  to  read  Shreveport.  All  other  particu¬ 
lars  are  to  remain  as  reported  on  PN  844 
dated^February  7,  1977. 

618- CF-P-77  South  Central  Bell  Telephone 
Company  (KLW27),  corrected  coordinate 
to  read  Lat.  32'’30'03”  N.  All  other  particu¬ 
lars  are  remain  as  reported  on  PN  844  dated 
February  7,  1977. 

1397-CF-P-77  The  Mountain  State  Tele¬ 
phone  and  Telegraph  Company  (KPN84), 
corrected  coordinate  33°03'05”  N.  All  other 
particulars  are  to  remain  as  reported  on 
PN  844  dated  February  7,  1977. 

914-CF-P-77  The  Mountain  States  Tele¬ 
phone  and  Telegraph  Company  (KKU78), 
corrected  station  name  and  Wendover, 
Wyoming.  All  other  particulars  are  to  re¬ 
main  as  reported  on  PN  844  dated  Febru¬ 
ary  7.  1977. 

14C9-CF-P-77  Southern  Bell  Telephone 
and  Telegraph  Company  (WHT68),  Cab¬ 
bage  Grove,  Florida,  corrected  polarization 
to  read  4010V  toward  Newport.  Florifla.  All 
other  particulars  are  to  remain  as  reported 
on  PN  845  dated  February  14,  1977. 

1516  -CF-P-77  The  Bell  Telephone  Company 
of  Pennsylvania  (WJM44),  corrected  pol¬ 
arization  on  frequency  10795V  MHz  toward 
State  College,  Pennsylvania. 

1523-CP-P-77  Southern  Bell  Telephone  and 
Telegraph  Company  (KJC21) ,  Jasper,  Flor¬ 
ida.  corrected  coordinate  to  read  Lat.  30* 
26' 17"  N.  All  other  particulars  are  to  re¬ 
main  as  reported  on  PN  847  dated  Febru¬ 
ary  28.  1977. 

1510-CF-P-77  Wisconsin  Telephone  Com¬ 
pany  (new),  1  mile  SW  of  Saxon,  corrected 
azimuth  to  read  289.0  degrees.  All  other 
particulars  are  to  remain  as  reported  on 
PN  846  dated  February  22,  1977. 
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(Report  No.  1-3271 

COMMON  CARRIER  SERVICES 
INFORMATION 

International  and  Satellite  Radio 

Applications  Accepted  for  Filing 

March  16,  1977. 

The  Applications  listed  herein  have 
been  found,  upon  initial  review,  to  be  ac¬ 
ceptable  for  filing.  The  Commission  re¬ 
serves  the  right  to  return  any  of  these 
applications  if,  upon  further  examina¬ 
tion,  it  is  determined  they  are  defective 
and  not  in  conformance  with  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  Rules,  Regulations  and  its  Pol¬ 
icies.  Pinal  action  will  not  be  taken  on 


any  of  these  applications  earlier  than  31 
days  following  the  date  of  this  notice. 
Section  309(d)  (1). 

Federal  Communications 
Commission, 

Vincent  J.  Mullins, 

Secretary. 

Satellite  Communications  Services 

381-DSE— P-77  RCA  Alaska  Commuulca- 
tlons,  Inc.,  Galena,  Alaska.  Amendment  to 
pending  to  relocate  this  earth  station  at 
a  new  location.  Lat.  64*41'18.2”,  Long. 
156*43'18.7”. 

SSA-7-77  Hughes  Aircraft  Company,  El  Se- 
gundo,  California.  Renewal  of  its  Special 
Temporary  Authorization  to:  12-31-77. 

179- DSE-P-77  Southwest  Indiana  Public 

Television,  Inc.,  Evansville.  Indiana.  For 
authority  to  construct,  own  &  operate  a 
domestic  communications  satellite  recelve- 
only  earth  station  at  this  location.  Lat. 
38°01'27  ",  Long.  87*21'42  ".  Rec.  freq.: 
3700-4200  MHz.  Emission  36000P9.  With  a 
10-meter  antenna.  * 

180- DSE-P-77  Vincennes  University,  Vin¬ 

cennes,  Indiana.  For  authority  to  con¬ 
struct,  own  &  operate  a  domestic  commu¬ 
nications  satellite  recelve-only  earth  sta¬ 
tion  at  this  location.  Lat.  38*4r02”.  Long. 
87<.3i'i7..  freq.:  3700-4200  MHz. 

Emission  36000F9.  With  a  10-meter  an¬ 
tenna. 

181- DSE-P-77  University  of  Idaho,  Moscow, 
Idaho.  For  authority  to  construct,  own  and 
operate  a  domestic  communications  satel¬ 
lite  receive-only  earth  station  at  this  lo¬ 
cation.  Lat  46°43'27”.  Long.  117*00'37”. 

Rec.  freq.  3700-4200  MHz.  Emission 
36000F9.  With  a  10  meter  antenna, 

182- DSE-P-77  RCA  Alaska  Communica¬ 
tions,  Inc.,  Central,  Alaska.  For  authority 
to  construct  a  communications  satellite 
earth  station  at  this  location  for  operation 
with  a  domestic  communications  satellite 
system.  Lat  65°34'16”.  Long.  144°48'58”. 

Rec.  freq:  3700-4200  MHz.  Trans,  freq: 
5925-6425  MHz.  Emission  257P9.  With  a 
4.5  meter  antenna. 

183  DSE-P-77  RCA  Alaska  Communica¬ 
tions,  Inc.,  Alakanuk,  Alaska.  For  authority 
to  construct  a  communications  satellite 
earth  station  at  this  location  for  operation* 
with  a  domestic  communications  satellite 
system.  Lat.  62*41'03''.  Long.  164*38'56”. 

Rec.  freq:  3700-4200  ATHz.  Trans,  freq; 
5925-0425  MHz.  Emission  25.7P9.  With  a 
4.5  meter  antenna. 

184  DSE-P-77  RCA  Alaska  Communica¬ 
tions.  Inc.,  Kasaan,  Alaska.  For  authority 
to  construct  a  communications  satellite 
earth  station  at  this  location  for  operation 
w'ith  a  domestic  communications  satellite 
system.  Lat.  56°32'24”.  Long.  132*24'04”. 

Rec.  freq:  3700-4200  MHz.  Trans,  freq; 

MHz.  Emission  25.7F9.  With  a  4.5  meter 
antenna. 

185- DSE-P-77  RCA  Alaska  Communica¬ 
tions.  Inc.,  McGrath,  Alaska.  For  authority 
to  construct  a  communciations  satellite 
earth  station  at  this  location  for  operation 
with  a  domestic  communications  satellite 
system.  Lat.  62*56'27”.  Long.  156*33'H”. 

Rec.  freq:  3700-4200  MHz.  Trans,  freq: 
5925-6425  MHz.  Emission  4500F9.  With  a 
10  meter  antenna. 

186- DSE-P-77  RCA  Alaska  Communica¬ 
tions,  Inc.,  Sparrevohn  AF8,  Alaska.  For 
authority  to  construct  a  communciation 
satellite  earth  station  at  this  location  for 
operation  with  a  domestic  communications 
satellite  system.  Lat.  61*06'24”.  Long.  155*- 
36'21”.  Rec.  freq:  3700-4200  MHz.  Trans, 
freq:  5925-6425  MHz.  Emission  30F9.  With 
a  5  meter  antenna. 
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187- DSE-P-77  RCA  Alask*  Communica¬ 
tions,  Inc.,  Illamna,  Alaska.  For  authority 
to  construct  a  communclatlons  satellite 
earth  station  at  this  location  for  operation 
with  a  domestic  communication^  satellite 
system.  Lat.  59'‘45'47".  Long.  154*49'00''. 
Rec.  freq:  3700-4200  MH*.  Trans,  freq: 
5925-0425  MHz.  Emission  30P9.  With  a  5 
meter  antenna. 

188- DSE-P-77  RCA  Alaska  Communica¬ 
tions,  Inc.,  Cape  Llsburne  APS,  Alaska.  For 
authority  to  construct  a  communclatlons 
satellite  earth  station  at  this  location  for 
operation  with  a  domestic  communications 
satellite  system.  Lat.  68'52'22'’.  Long.  166*- 
04'55".  Rec.  freq:  3700-4200  MHz.  Trans, 
freq:  5925-6425  MHz.  Emission  30P9.  With 
a  5  meter  antenna. 

189- DSE-P-77  RCA  Alaska  Communica¬ 
tions,  Inc.,  Cape  Newenham  APS,  Alaska. 
For  authority  to  construct  a  communica¬ 
tions  satellite  earth  station  at  this  location 
for  operation  with  a  domestic  communica¬ 
tions  satellite  system.  Lat.  58°39'22’'.  Long. 
162*04'21''.  Rec.  freq:  3700-4200  MHz. 
Trans,  freq:  5925-6425  MHz.  Emission  30F9. 
With  a  5  meter  antenna. 

190- DSE-P-77  RCA  Alaska  Communica¬ 
tions,  Inc.,  Cape  Romanzof  APS,  Alaska. 
Por  authority  to  construct  a  communica¬ 
tions  satellite  earth  station  at  this  location 
for  operation  with  a  domestic  communi¬ 
cations  satellite  system.  Lat.  61'46’54”. 
Long.  165*56'59''.  Rm.  freq:  3700-4200  MHz. 
Trans,  freq:  5925-6426  MHz.  Emission  30F9. 
With  a  5  meter  antenna. 

193- DSE-P-77  University  of  North  Carolina. 
Chapel  Hill,  North  Carolina.  For  authority 
to  construct,  own  and  operate  a  domestic 
communications  satellite  recelve-only 
earth  station  at  this  location.  Lat.  35*- 
62'03''.  Long.  79*09'44’'.  Rec.  freq:  3700- 
4200  MHz.  Emission  36000P9,  With  a  10 
meter  antenna. 

194- DSE-P-77  Public  Broadcasting  of 
Northwest  Pennsylvania,  Inc.,  Erie.  Penn¬ 
sylvania.  For  authority  to  construct,  own 
and  operate  a  domestic  conununlcatlons 
satellite  recelve-only  earth  station  at  this 
location.  Lat.  42*02'35”.  Long.  80“03'59". 
Rec.  freq:  3700-4200  MHz.  Emission 
36000F9.  With  a'TO  meter  antenna. 

195- DSE-P-77  Metropolitan  Indianapolis 
Television  Association,  Indianapolis,  Indi¬ 
ana.  Por  authority  to  construct,  own  and 
operate  a  domestic  communications  satel¬ 
lite  recelve-only  earth  station  at  this  loca¬ 
tion.  Lat.  39*53'57''.  Long.  86*12’04''.  Rec. 
freq:  3700-4200  MHz.  Emission  36000F9. 
With  a  10  meter  antenna. 

196- DSE-P-77  Board  of  Education  of  Jeffer¬ 
son  County,  Louisville,  Kentucky.  Por  au¬ 
thority  to  construct,  own  and  operate  a 
domestic  communications  satellite  recelve- 
only  earth  station  at  this  location.  Lat. 
38*ir55”.  Long.  85*4r08''.  Rec.  freq: 
3700-4200  MHz.  Emls.slon  36000P9.  With  a 
10  meter  antenna. 

197- DSE-P-77  Central  Michigan  University, 
Mt.  Pleasant,  Michigan.  For  authority  to 
construct,  own  and  operate  a  domestic 
communications  satellite  recelve-only  earth 
station  at  this  location.  Lat.  43*34*32". 
Long.  84*46*27".  Rec.  freq:  3700-4200  MHz. 
Emission  36000F9.  With  a  10  meter  antenna. 

198- DSE-P-77  SUte  Board  of  Education 
Trustees.  Idaho  State  University,  Pocatello, 
Idaho.  For  authority  to  construct,  own  and 
operate  a  domestic  communications  satel¬ 
lite  recelve-only  earth  station  at  this  loca¬ 
tion.  Lat.  42*51*30".  Long.  112*25*33".  Rec. 
freq:  3700-4200  MHz.  Emission  36000P9. 
With  a  10  meter  antenna. 

199- D8E-P-77  Central  Virginia  ETV  Cor¬ 
poration,  Richmond.  Virginia.  For  author¬ 
ity  to  construct,  own  and  operate  a  domes¬ 
tic  communications  satellite  recelve-only 
earth  station  at  this  location.  Lat.  37*30' 


*  45".  Long.  77*36*04".  Rec.  freq:  3700-4200 
MHz.  Emission  36000F9.  With  a  10  meter 
antenna. 

200- DSE-P-77  Rochester  Area  E*rV  Asso¬ 
ciation.  Inc.,  Rochester.  New  York.  For  au¬ 
thority  to  construct,  own  and  operate  a 
domestic  communications  satellite  reoelve- 
only  earth  station  at  this  location.  Lat. 
43*13*09".  Long.  77*31*45",  Rec.  freq: 
3700-4200  MHz.  Emission  36000F9.  With  a 
10  meter  antenna. 

201- DSE-P-77  Spokane  School  District  No. 
81,  Spokane,  Washington.  For  authority 
to  construct,  own  and  operate  a  domestic 
communications  satellite  recelve-only 
earth  station  at  this  location.  Lat.  47*36*- 
35".  Long.  117*22*10".  Rec.  freq:  3700-4200 
MHz.  Emission  36000F9.  With  a  10  meter 
antenna. 

202- DSE-P/L-77  Capital  Cable  Co.,  Austin, 
Texas.  Por  authority  to  construct  a  domes¬ 
tic  communications  satellite  recelve-only 
earth  station  at  this  location.  Lat.  30*18  - 
36  *.  Long.  97*47*31**.  Rec.  freq:  3700-4200 
GHz.  Emission  340C00P9.  With  a  10  meter 
antenna. 

170-DSE-;P-77  Springfield  Community 
Television,  Inc.,  Springfield.  Missouri.  For 
authority  to  construct,  own  and  operate  a 
domestic  communications  satellite  recelve- 
only  earth  station  at  this  location.  Lat.  37*- 
13*08".  Long.  93®17*05".  Rec.  freq:  3700- 
4200  MHz.  Emission  36000F9.  With  a  10 
meter  antenna. 

CORRECTIONS 

Report  No.  324  Dated  3-7-77.  File  numbers 
165-DSE-P-77  through  169-DSE  P-77,  the 
frequencies  should  have  read:  3.7- 4. 2  GHz 
not  MHz. 

168-  DSE-P-77  Kentucky  State  Board  of  Ed¬ 
ucation,  Lexington,  Kentucky.  Co-ordi¬ 
nates  should  have  read:  Lat.  38  01*25**. 
Long.  84‘>30*0r*. 
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FM  AND  TV  TRANSLATOR  APPLICATIONS 
READY  AND  AVAILABLE  FOR  PROCESSING 

Adopted;  March  7,  1977. 

Released:  March  17,  1977. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  pursuant  to 
S  1.572(c)  and  1.573(d)  of  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  rules,  that  on  May  3,  1977,  the  TV 
and  FM  translator  applications  listed  in 
the  attached  Appendix  will  be  considered 
as  ready  and  available  for  processing. 
Pursuant  to  §  1.277(b)  (1)  and  §  1.519(b) 
of  the  Commission's  rules,  an  application, 
in  order  to  be  considered  with  any  ap¬ 
plication  E^ipearing  on  the  attached  list 
or  with  any  other  application  on  file  by 
the  close  of  business  on  May  2,  1977, 
which  invol\*es  a  conflict  necessitating  a 
hearing  with  any  application  on  this  list, 
must  be  substantially  complete  and  sub¬ 
mitted  for  filing  at  the  offices  of  the  Com¬ 
mission  in  Washington.  D.C.,  by  the  close 
of  business  on  May  2, 1977. 

The  attention  of  any  party  in  interest 
desiring  to  file  pleadings  concerning  any 
pending  TV  and  FM  translator  applica¬ 
tion,  pursuant  to  section  309(d)(1)  of 
the  Commimications  Act  of  1934,  as 
amended,  is  directed  to  §  1.580(1)  of  the 
Commission’s  rules  for  provisions  gov¬ 
erning  the  time  for  filing  and  other  re¬ 
quirements  relating  to  such  pleadings. 

Federal  Communications 
Commission. 

(sealI  Vincent  J.  Mullins. 

Secretary. 


UHF  TV  Translator  Applications 

BP*rT-3164  (K73BY).  SusanvUle  and  Vicin¬ 
ity,  California,  Honey  Lake  Community  TV 
Corp-  Req:  To  add  Herlong,  California  to 
present  principal  community,  output 
power  to  lOO'  watts.  Primary:  KTVN-TV, 
Reno.  Nevada. 

BP'rT-3170  (new).  Klrtland.  Ohio.  Educa¬ 
tional  Television  Association  of  Metropoli¬ 
tan  Cleveland.  Req:  Channel  65,  776-782 
MHz,  10  watts.  Primary:  WVIZ-TV,  Cleve¬ 
land.  Ohio. 

BPTT-317I  (new),  Willoughby  Kills  Area, 
Ohio,  Educational  Television  Association 
of  Metropolitan  Cleveland.  Req:  Channel 
69,  800-806  MHz,  10  watts.  Primary :  Vv  .  1^.  - 
TV,  Cleveland.  Ohio. 

BPlT-3200  (new).  Waunita  Hot  Spring.^, 
Colorado.  Gunnison  Couiity  Televisi..n, 
Inc.  Req:  Channel  55.  716-722  MHz.  ItO 
watts.  Primary;  KWGN  IV.  Denver.  Colo¬ 
rado. 

BMPTr-932  (W6oA>').  Chagrin  Fails.  Ohio, 
Educational  Television  Association  of  Met¬ 
ropolitan  Cleveland.  Req:  To  change  ire- 
quency  to  channel  55,  716-722  MHz,  10 
watts.  Primary:  WVlZ-TV,  Cleveland,  OUio. 

BMP*rT-933  (W62AL),  Maine,  New  York, 
Board  of  Cooperative  Educational  Services 
of  Broome-Delaware-Tloga  Counties.  Req: 
To  add  Union  Center,  New  York  to  pre.  e.it 
principal  community.  Primary:  WSKG  TV, 
Binghamton,  New  York. 

BMPTr-935  (W67AG),  Owego,  New  Yor*K. 
Board  of  Cooperative  Educational  Services 
of  Broome-Delai^are.  Req:  To  change  fre¬ 
quency  to  channel  69.  800-806  MHz,  100 
watts.  Primary:  WSKQ-TV,  Binghamton, 
New  York. 

BMPTT-937  (W69AL).  Endicoit,  New  Y'ork, 
Board  of  Cooperative  Educational  Services 
of  Broome-Delaware-Tloga  Counties,  Req: 
To  change  frequency  to  channel  67,  788 
794  MHz,  10  watts.  Primary:  WSKO  TV, 
Binghamton.  New  York. 

V'HF  TV  Translator  Applications 

BPTTV-6709  (new).  Lame  Deer.  Busby.  Ash¬ 
land  and  Crow  Agency,  Montana.  NorUiern 
Cheyenne  Communications  Commission. 
Req:  Channel  11,  198-204  MHz,  4  watts. 
Primary:  KYUS-*rV,  Miles  City,  Montana. 

BPT'rV-5757  (new).  Cripple  Creek,  Colorado, 
City  of  Cripple  Creek.  Volunteer  Fire 
Dept.  Req:  Channel  6.  82-88  MHz.  1  watt. 
Primary:  KTSC-*rV.  Pueblo.  Colorado. 

BP*rTV-5759  (new).  Kenai  Soldotna,  Alaska, 
Alaska  Public  Television,  Inc.  Req>  Chan¬ 
nel  12,  204-210  MHz.  10  watts.  Primary: 
KAKM-TV,  Anchorage,  Alaska. 

BPriV-5760  (new),  Victoria  Mines,  Nevada, 
White  Pine  *relevlslon  District  No.  1.  Req: 
Channel  8.  180-186  MHz,  1  watt.  Primary: 
KU-TV-TV,  Salt  Lake  City.  Utah. 

BPTTV-5761  (new).  Victoria  Mines.  Nevada. 
White  Pine  Television  District  No.  1.  Req: 
Channel  10,  192-198  MHz.  1  watt.  Primary: 
KCPX-*rV,  Salt  Lake  City,  Utah. 

BP'rTV-5762  (new).  Terrace  Lakes,  Crouch 
and  Garden  Valley,  Idaho,  Garden  Valley 
Translator  District.  Req:  Channel  3.  60- 
66  MHz.  1  watt.  Prftnary :  KIVI-*rV.  Nampa 
Idaho. 

BP*rTV-5763  (new).  Crouch  Rural  Area. 
Ranger  Station  and  Grimes,  Pass,  Idaho, 
Garden  Valley  *rranslator  District.  Req: 
Channel  8,  180-186  MHz,  1  watt.  Primary: 
KIVI-TV,  Nampa,  Idaho. 

BPTTV-5764  (K060P).  SUnley  March  HI. 
Tom  F.  Marsh,  Michael  Marsh,  John  S. 
'Tyler  and  Estelle  Marsh  Watllngton,  (Lim¬ 
ited  Partnership),  A  Partnership  d.b.a. 
Marsh.  Req:  To  add  Pleasant  Hill,  New 
Mexico  and  Farwell,  Texas  to  present  Prin¬ 
cipal  Community.  Primary:  KVII-TV,  Am¬ 
arillo,  Texas. 
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BPTTV-S768  (new),  Agness,  Oregon,  Agne» 
Translator,  Inc.  Req:  Channel  7,  174-180 
MHz;  1  watt.  Primary:  KOBI-TV,  Medford, 
Oregon. 

PM  T&anslator  Applications 

BPPT-395  (new),  Durango,  Colorado,  Dur¬ 
ango  Jaycees,  Inc.,  Req:  Channel  276,  103.1 
MHz,  10  watts.  Primary:  KRWN(FM)i 
Farmington,  New  Mexico. 

BPFT-396  (new).  Port  Townsend,  Washing¬ 
ton,  KIXI,  Inc.  Req:  Channel  292,  106.3 
MHz,  10  watts.  Primary  KIXI-FM,  Seattle 
Washington. 

BPPTB-10  (new).  Walnut  Creek,  Pleasant 
Hill  and  Concord,  California,  Pacific  FM, 
Inc.  Req:  Channel  267,  101.3  MHz,  10  watts. 
Primary:  KIOI(PM),  San  Francisco, 

California. 

|FR  Doc.77-8807  Filed  3-23-77:8  45  ami 

IDOCKET  NO.  21138;  PCC  77-174,  File  No. 

TS  6-76] 

DEPARTMENT  OF  DEFENSE,  v.  CHESA¬ 
PEAKE  AND  POTOMAC  TELEPHONE 
CO.’S  AND  AMERICAN  TELEPHONE 
AND  TELEGRAPH  CO. 

Memorandum  Opinion  and  Order 
(Designating  Matter  for  Hearing) 

Adopted;  March  8,  1977. 

Released;  March  24,  1977. 

1.  We  have  before  us  for  considei'ation 
(1)  an  amended  complaint  filed  on  July 
28, 1976  by  the  United  States  Department 
of  Defense  (DoD)  pursuant  to  Section 
208  of  the  Communicaticms  Act  of  1934, 
as  amended,  47  U.S.C.  208,  against  The 
Chesapeake  and  Pot<Nnac  telephone 
companies  ’  and  American  Telephone  and 
Telegraph  Company  (collectively  re¬ 
ferred  to  as  Defendants) ;  (2)  Defend¬ 
ants’  answer  thereto;  (3)  AT&T’s  motion 
to  dismiss  the  amended  ccnnplaint;  and 
(4)  DoD’s  reply  to  Defendants’  answer.® 

2.  DoD  leases  interstate  private  line, 
full  duplex,  four  wire  channels  (Series 
2000  and  3000)  in  the  Washington  Met¬ 
ropolitan  Area  (WMA)*  and  elsewhere 
pursuant  to  AT&T  Tariff  P.C.C,  No.  260. 
DoD  alleges  that  the  C&P  companies 
from  which  these  services  are  leased 
have  violated  Section  203(c)  of  the  Act, 
47  U.S.C.  203(c),  by  overcharging  for 
full  duplex  channels  contrary  to  ap¬ 
plicable  tariff  provisions.’  DoD  main- 

>  Chesapeake  and  Potomac  Telephone  Com¬ 
pany;  Chesapeake  and  Potomac  Telephone 
Company  of  Virginia;  Chesapeake  and  Poto- 
fiiac  Telephone  Ckimpany  of  Maryland;  and 
Chesapeake  and  Potomac  Telephone  Com¬ 
pany  of  West  Virginia. 

*  We  also  have  before  us  DoD’s  tn-lglnal 
complaint  filed  on  March  26,  1976,  Defend¬ 
ants’  answer  thereto  and  motion  to  dismiss, 
and  DoD's  reply  to  Defendants’  Joint  answer 
and  (^position  to  Defendants’  motion  to  dis¬ 
miss.  Defendants  filed  a  reply  to  DoD’s  op¬ 
position  to  the  motion  to  dismiss.  D(^  moved 
to  strike  Defendants’  reply  as  an  unau¬ 
thorized  pleading.  Defendants  oppose  Dc^’s 
motion  to  strike. 

sThe  WMA  embraces  the  District  of  Co¬ 
lumbia  and  certain  adjacent  areas  In  Mary¬ 
land  and  Virginia. 

*  Section  203(c)  of  the  Act  provides: 

No  carrier,  unless  otherwise  provided  by 
or  under  authority  of  this  Act,  shall  engage 
or  participate  in  such  communication  unless 


tains  that  it  has  been  charged  for  full 
duplex  services  at  a  rate  twice  that  for 
half  duplex,  two  wire  services.*  It  claims 
that  applicable  tariff  provisions  have 
never  provided  for  such  a  rate  and  that 
June  13, 1974  revisiwis  to  the  tariff  speci¬ 
fied  an  equal  charge  for  full  duplex  and 
half  duplex  services.  DoD  contends  that 
full  duplex  services  should  have  been 
billed  at  the  channel  rates  provided  in 
Tariff  F.C.C.  No.  260,  i.e.,  those  charges 
specified  for  half  duplex  services.  We  are 
asked  to  direct  Defendants  to  pay  dam- 
age.‘;  of  at  least  half  the  total  charges 
for  tho.se  full  duplex  services  which 
DoD  claims  to  have  been  overcharged, 
amounting  to  $102,033.64. 

3.  Defendants  generally  deny  DoD’s 
allegations  of  overcharges  and  move  to 
dismiss  the  amended  complaint  with  re¬ 
gard  to  alleged  overcharges  occurring 
prior  to  July  28,  1974,  as  barred  by  Sec¬ 
tion  415(c)  of  the  Act,  47  U.S.C.  415(c). 
In  the  alternative.  Defendants  contend 
that  the  amended  complaint  should  be 
dismissed  insofar  as  it  alleges  over¬ 
charges  occurring  prior  to  July  28,  1970, 
as  barred  by  the  six  year  statute  of  limi¬ 
tations  established  by  28  U.S.C.  2415(a)  .* 
Defendants  also  contend  that  DoD  failed 
In  allege  damages  with  certainty  as  re¬ 
quired  by  Section  1.723  of  our  Rules,  47 
C.F.R.  1.723.  Finally,  AT&T  moves  to  dis¬ 
miss  the  amended  complaint  insofar  as  it 
relates  to  it  because  none  of  the  services 
which  are  subject  to  the  amended  com¬ 
plaint  have  been  furnished  to  DoD  by 
AT&T  and  no  AT&T  equipment  or  facili¬ 
ties  are  being  used  in  providing  such 
.services. 

4.  Defendants  contend  that  we  lack 
jurisdiction  to  adjudicate  the  DoD  com¬ 
plaint  to  the  extent  it  seeks  to  recover 
overcharges  alleged  to  have  occurred  be¬ 
yond  the  period  of  limitations  specified 

schedules  have  been  filed  and  publislied  In 
accordance  with  the  provisions  ol  this  Act 
and  with  the  regulations  made  thereunder; 
and  no  carrier  shall  (1)  charge,  demand,  col¬ 
lect,  or  receive  a  greater  tw  less  or  different 
compensation,  for  such  communication,  or 
for  any  service  In  connection  therewith, 
between  the  points  named  in  any  such 
schedule  than  the  charges  specified  In  the 
schedule  then  In  effect,  or  (2)  refund  or 
remit  by  any  means  or  device  any  portion 
ol  the  charges  so  specified,  or  (3)  extend 
to  any  person  any  privileges  or  facilities, 
in  such  communication,  or  employ  or  en¬ 
force  any  classification,  regulations,  or  prac¬ 
tices  affecting  such  charges,  except  as  speci¬ 
fied  In  such  schedule. 

“The  services  lor  which  DoD  alleges  that 
it  has  been  overcharged  were  the  result  of  a 
succession  of  contracts  covering  periods  be¬ 
ginning  as  early  as  AprU  16,  1968  and.  In 
some  Instances,  apparently  continuing  when 
the  amended  complaint  was  filed.  We  are  dis¬ 
turbed  that  DoD  delayed  In  bringing  its 
complaint  before  us.  We  believe  that  more 
prompt  action  on  Its  part,  preferably  pur¬ 
suant  to  our  Informal  complaint  procedure 
(47  C.FJI.  1.716-1.717),  may  have  avoided 
accumulation  of  the  damages  now  alleged 
and  generation  of  a  costly  hearing  proceed¬ 
ing. 

•  For  purpose  of  considering  the  motions  to 
dismiss,  any  statute  of  limitations  we  find 
applicable  to  DoD’s  claim  will  be  iqipUed 
from  March  26,  1976,  the  date  on  which 


in  Section  415(c)  of  the  Act.’  They  ar¬ 
gue  that  Section  415(c)  1&  not  merely 
a  statute  of  limitations,  but  restricts 
our  jurisdiction  to  entertain  a  complaint 
for  damages  directed  against  carriers 
subject  to  our  jurisdictiem.  DoD  argues 
that  Section  415  does  not  apply  to  claims 
for  overcharges  brought  by  the  United 
States  because  of  the  general  rule  that 
statutes  of  limitation  do  not  apply  to 
the  United  States  in  the  absence  of  clear 
and  manifest  Congressional  intent  that 
they  shall  apply.  However,  Defendants 
maintain  that  this  general  rule  is  in¬ 
applicable  where,  as  here,  the  right 
sought  to  be  enforced  is  of  statutory  ori¬ 
gin.  They  correctly  note  that  a  similar 
provision  in  Section  16(3)  of  the  In¬ 
terstate  Commerce  Act,  49  U.S.C.  16<3> 
1958  ed.,*  from  which  Section  415  was 
derived,  has  been  consistently  viewed  as 
a  jurisdictional  limitation  on  the  Inter¬ 
state  Commerce  Commission,  and  that, 
as  a  result  of  this  interpretation,  the 
ICC  has  applied  the  limitation  period 
provided  in  Section  16(3)  to  claims  by 
the  United  States.®  Defendants  claim 
that  the  limitation  periixl  in  Section 
415  of  the  Commimications  Act  must  be 
similarly  applied  to  claims  by  the  United 
States  against  carriers  brought  under 
the  Communications  Act. 

5.  In  United  States  of  America  by  Ad¬ 
ministrator  of  General  Services  v.  AT&T 
et  ah.  Docket  No.  14040,  F.C.C.  65-508,  30 
Fed.  Reg.  7932  (June  9,  1965),  we  fully 
considered  the  appiicabiUty  of  Section  415 

(c)  to  a  claim  for  overcharges  by  the 
United  States  against  AT&T  and  other 
carriers.  We  found  that  the  time  limita¬ 
tion  set  forth  in  Section  415(c)  is  not 
applicable  with  respect  to  commencement 
of  actions  by  the  United  States  against 
carriers  to  recover  overcharges.  We  re¬ 
affirmed  this  decision  in  United  States 
Department  of  Defense  v,  AT&T,  22  PCC 
‘2d  66,  68  (1970),  and  Department  of  De¬ 
fense  V.  General  Telephone  of  the  North¬ 
west,  22  PCC  2d  70.  73  (1970).  Defend- 

it.<;  original  complaint  was  filed. 

■  Section  416(c)  states: 

(c)  For  recovery  of  overcharges  action  at 
law  shall  be  b^un  or  complaint  filed  with 
the  Commission  against  carriers  within  two 
years  from  the  tlme,the  cause  of  action  ac¬ 
crues,  and  not  after,  subject  to  subsection 

(d)  of  this  section,  except  that  If  claim  for 
the  overcharge  has  been  presented  In  writing 
to  the  carrier  within  the  two-year  period  of 
limitation  said  period  shall  be  extended  to 
Include  two  years  from  the  time  notice  in 
writing  Is  given  by  the  carrier  to  the  claimant 
of  disallowance  of  the  claim  or  any  part  of 
parts  thereof,  specified  In  the  notice. 

“Section  16(3)  provided  In  pertlbent  part 
as  follows  prior  to  Its  amendment  In  1968: 

For  recovery  of  overcharges  action  at  law 
shall  be  begun  or  complaint  filed  with  the 
Commission  against  carriers  subject  to  this 
chapter  within  two  years  from  the  time  the 
cause  of  action  accrues,  and  not  after  *  *  * 

Section  16(3)  was  amended  by  Public  Law 
86-762,  86th  Congress,  on  August  28,  1968,  to 
change  the  period  of  limitation  from  two 
years  to  three  years,  and  explicitly  to  bring 
the  Oovernment  within  its  terms. 

*  See  United  States  v.  Director  General,  80 
I.C.C.  143  (1923);  United  States  v.  Southern 
RaUtoay  Co.,  286  I.C.C.  203  (1062);  War  Ma¬ 
terials  Reparation  Cases,  294  I.C.C.  6  (1065). 
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ants  contend  that  our  decision  in  Admin¬ 
istrator  of  General  Services  was  in  error, 
and  should  not  be  followed.  Defendants 
argue  that  it  misplaced  reliance  on  three 
judicial  constructions  of  Section  16(3) 
of  the  Interstate  Commerce  Act.‘®  and 
maintain  that  we  principally  relied  upon 
United  States  v.  De  Queen  and  Eastern 
Railroad  Co.,  which  they  contend,  failed 
to  recognize  Section  16(3)  as  a  jurisdic¬ 
tional  limitation  on  the  ICC  to  entertain 
any  claim  for  overcharges  arising  under 
the  Interstate  Commerce  Act  rather  than 
merely  a  procedural  limitation  on  a 
claimant’s  right  to  a  remedy.  De  Queen 
held  that  Section  16<3)  did  not  bar  an 
action  by  the  United  States  against  a 
railroad  to  recover  overcharges  because 
no  basis  was  •  found  for  holding  that 
Congress  had  clearly  manifested  its  in¬ 
tention  that  that  section  should  apply  to 
action  by  the  Government  to  collect  over¬ 
charges  *  •  •  ”  See  De  Queen,  supra  at  pp. 
601-602.  Defendants,  however,  contend 
that  the  court’s  application  of  the  gen¬ 
eral  rule  that  statutes  of  limitations  are 
inapplicable  to  the  sovereign  was  incor¬ 
rect  and  its  holding  that  Section  16(3) 
(c)  was  inapplicable  to  claims  by  the 
United  States  for  overcharges  was  con¬ 
trary  to  the  judicial  and  legislative  his¬ 
tory  of  the  Interstate  Commerce  Act." 
They  therefore  .maintain  that  De  Queen 
cannot  be  consiilered  controlling  with  re¬ 
spect  to  interpretation  of  Section  415 
(c)  of  the  Communications  Act. 

6.  We  recognize  that  Section  415(0  is 
a  jurisdictional  limitation  on  this  Com¬ 
mission  to  entertain  claims  for  over¬ 
charges.  and  that  the  comparable  Sec¬ 
tion  16(3)  has  been  described  as  extin¬ 
guishing  the  claim  rather  than  merely 
barring  the  remedy.**  We  applied  this 
construction  to  Section  415(b)  of  the 
Act  in  two  cases  subsequent  to  our  de¬ 
cision  in  Administrator  of  General  Serv¬ 
ices,  neither  of  which  involved  claims  by 
the  United  States  against  a  carrier.'* 
Nevertheless,  we  believe  our  holding  in 
Administrator  of  General  Services  that 
Section  415(c)  does  not  apply  to  claims 
by  the  United  States  against  carriers  for 
overcharges  was  consistent  with  prior 
judicial  construction  of  analogous  statu¬ 
tory  provisions.  We  agree  with  Defend¬ 
ants  that  the  decision  in  De  Queen  con¬ 
stituted  the  primary  basis  for  our  hold¬ 
ing  in  Administrator  of  General  Serv¬ 
ices.'*  However,  we  cannot  agree  that  De 
Queen  ignored  the  effect  of  Section  16 
(3)  as  a  jurisdictional  bar  to  entertain 


•“  United  States  v.  De  Queen  and  Eastern 
Railroad  Co..  271  P.  2d  597  (  8th  Clr.,  1959): 
United  States  v.  Yale  Transport.  184  P.  Supp. 
42  (SONY  laeO);  Stewart  v.  United  States. 
327  P.  2d  201  (lOtb  Clr.  1964). 

Defendants  also  claim  that  the  Interpre¬ 
tation  of  Section  16(3)  In  De  Queen  was  In¬ 
fluenced  by  the  effect  of  Section  322  of  the 
Transportation  Act  of  1940,  49  U.S.C.  66.  Sec¬ 
tion  322  required  the  United  States  to  pay 
shipping  bUls  prior  to  audit,  but  reserved 
to  the  United  States,  without  time  limita¬ 
tion,  the  right  to  offset  overpayments  from 
amounts  subsequently  determined  to  be  due 
to  the  carrier.  Although  we  agree  that  the 
court  In  De  Queen  considered  the  effect  of 
Section  322,  that  provision  was  clearly  not 
the  primary  basis  for  the  court’s  decision. 


the  complaint  before  it.  The  court  re¬ 
versed  a  lower -court  decision  which  dis¬ 
missed  the  same  complaint  on  grounds 
of  lack  of  jurisdiction  under  Section  16 
(3)(c).  See  167  P.  Supp.  545.  552 
(1958)."  Moreover,  the  court  appears  to 
have  addressed  the  jurisdictional  ques¬ 
tion  involved  by  invoking  the  rule  of 
statutory'  construction  that  *  stat¬ 
utes  which  in  general  terms  divest  pre¬ 
existing  rights  or  privileges  will  not  be 
applied  to  the  sovereign  without  express 
words  to  that  effect.”  '*  This  rule  of  con¬ 
struction  works  to  sustain  a  substantive 
claim  by  the  sovereign  which  may  other¬ 
wise  be  abolished  by  the  running  of  a 
statute  divesting  pre-existing  rights. 
Sections  206  through  209  of  the  Act  give 
DoD  a  substantive  right  to  file  a  com¬ 
plaint  with  this  Commission  for  alleged 
overcharges  by  a  carrier.  Section  415(c) , 
like  Section  16(3»  (c)  prior  to  its  amend¬ 
ment  in  1958.  does  not  contain  express 
language  applying  the  time  limitation 
provided  therein  to  claims  by  the  United 
States  for  overcharges.  Thus,  applying 
the  rule  of  construction  applied  in 
United  States  v.  United  Mine  Workers  of 
America,  supra,  this  Commission  retains 
jurisdiction  to  entertain  such  claims 
filed  beyond  the  expiration  of  the  two- 
year  period  in  Section  415(c)  even 


'•Midstate  Co.  v,  Pennsylvania  R  Co..  320 
U.S.  356.  at  pp.  363,  364  (1943):  Kansas 
City  So.  R.  Co.  V.  Wolf.  261  US.  133  (1923): 
Louisville  Cement  Co.  v.  ICC.  246  U.S.  638 
(1918):  A.  J.  Phillips  Co.  V.  Grand  Trunk 
Western  Ry  Co..  236  U.S.  662  (1914). 

'^Armstrong  Utilities,  et  al.  25  PCC  2d  385, 
at  389-390  (1971);  Warrensburg  Cable.  Inc. 
et  al.  27  PCC  727,  738  (1971)  . 

We  also  noted  in  Administrator  of  Gen¬ 
eral  SertHces  that,  because  of  United  States 
Court  of  Claim.s  decisions  holding  that  car¬ 
riers  bringing  claims  against  the  United 
States  were  not  bound  by  Section  16(3),  but 
by  the  six-year  statute  of  limitation  In  the 
Tucker  Act,  28  U.S.C.  2401.  Congress  found 
it  necessary  to  amend  Section  16(3)  to  im¬ 
pose  upon  both  carriers  and  the  United 
States  the  same  periods  of  limitation  in 
bringing  claims  against  each  other.  Section 
16(3)  was  therefore  ordered  to  speciflcally 
apply  to  the  United  States.  Nothing  in  the 
legislative  history  of  the  amendment  indi¬ 
cates  that  Congress  attempted  at  that  time 
to  Interpret  the  prior  version  of  16(3)  as 
being  applicable  to  the  United  States.  At 
most.  Congress  recognized  that  the  right  of 
the  United  States  to  file  complaints  under 
the  pre-1958  language  of  Section  16(3)  was 
jBUbject  to  question.  See  U.S.  Code  Cong.  & 
Admin.  News  (1958)  p.  3925. 

“The  United  States  District  Court  for  the 
Western  District  of  Arkansas  stated: 

Since  Title  49  U.S.C.A.  16(3)  (c),  bars  the 
cause  of  action  after  two  years  and  more 
than  two  years  have  elapsed  since  the  Gov¬ 
ernment's  cause  of  action  accrued,  and  since 
that  section  is  jurisdictional,  the  Govern¬ 
ment's  motion  for  summary  judgment  must 
be  denied  and  the  defendant's  motion  to  dis¬ 
miss  must  be  sustained  for  lack  of  juris¬ 
diction. 

“  United  States  v.  United  Mine  Workers  of 
America.  330  U.S.  258,  272  (1947).  See  also 
Hancock  v.  Train,  —  U.S.  — ,48  L  Ed.  2d  555 
(1976):  Guarantee  Co.  v.  Title  Guaranty  Co., 
224  U.S.  152,  155  (1912);  Lewis  v.  United 
States.  92  U.S.  618,  622  (1875);  United  States 
v.  Herron,  20  Wall  251,  253  (1873);  United 
States  V.  Stei'enson,  215  U.S.  190,  197  (1909). 


though  similar  claims  by  private  parties 
would  be  abolished."  We  therefore  con¬ 
clude  that  Section  415(c)  is  inapplicable 
to  the  complaint  beftM-e  us. 

7.  We  do.  however,  find  that  the  six- 
year  statute  of  limitations  in  28  U.S.C. 
2415(a)  is  applicable  to  the  instant  com¬ 
plaint.  That  provision  states,  in  part: 

Subject  to  the  provisions  of  section 
2416  of  this  title,  and  except  as  otherwise 
provided  by  Congress,  every  action  for 
money  damages  brought  by  the  United 
States  or  an  officer  or  agency  thereof 
which  is  founded  upon  any  contract  ex¬ 
press  or  implied  in  law  or  fact,  shall  be 
barred  imless  the  complaint  is  filed  with¬ 
in  six  years  after  the  right  of  action 
accrues  or  within  one  year  after  final  de¬ 
cisions  have  been  rendered  in  applicable 
administrative  proceedings  required  by 
contract  or  by  law.  whichever  is  later: 
Provided.  That  in  the  event  of  later  par¬ 
tial  payment  or  written  acknowledgment 
of  debt,  the  right  of  action  shall  be 
deemed  to  accrue  again  at  the  time  of 
each  such  payment  or  acknowledg¬ 
ment  •  *  • 

While  DoD’s  action  is  commenced 
pursuant  to  a  statutory  right,  the  foun¬ 
dation  for  its  claim  for  damages  is  de¬ 
rived  from  the  relationship  between  it 
as  the  carrier’s  customer  and  the  car¬ 
rier.  This  relationship  has  sufficient  ele¬ 
ments  of  a  contractual  nature  to  war¬ 
rant  our  holding  that  the  statute  of  lim¬ 
itation  prescribed  in  28  U.S.C.  2415(a) 
is  applicable.  A  contrary  holding,  we 
note,  would  result  in  no  limitation  what¬ 
soever  on  the  right  to  bring  the  com¬ 
plaint.  The  Commission  has  previously 
referred  to  the  carrier-customer  rela¬ 
tionship  as  involving  a  contract.  As 
stated  in  Comomdity  News  Service,  Inc. 
V.  The  Western  Union  Telegraph  Com¬ 
pany.  29  PCC  1205,  1213  (1960),  ‘The 
schedules  of  charges  filed  by  a  commu¬ 
nications  carrier  pursuant  to  Section 
203(a)  of  the  act  constitutes  the  sole 
contract  between  the  carrier  and  the 
user  for  interstate  communications  serv¬ 
ice  furnished  by  such  carrier  *  •  See 
also  Thornell  Barnes  Co.,  et  al.,  1  PCC  2d 
1247,  1319  (1965);  American  Telephone 
and  Telegraph  Company,  2  PCC  2d  303, 
304  ( 1966) .  "niis  is  sufficient  for  our  pur¬ 
poses  here.  Since  Section  2415(a)  spe¬ 
cifically  aplied  to  “  *  *  *  every  action  for 
money  damages  brought  by  the  United 
States  or  an  officer  or  agency  thereof 
•  *  and  we  have  found  that  Congress 
has  not  “otherwise  provided”  in  Section 
415  of  the  Act  a  limitation  period  appli¬ 
cable  to  such  a  claim,  we  believe  that 
DoD’s  claims  for  overcharges  allegedly 
occurring  prior  to  March  30,  1970,  are 
barred  by  this  provision.  We  cannot 
agree  with  DoD  that  Section  2415(a)  was 
intended  to  apply  only  to  actions  brought 
by  the  United  States  in  United  States 


This  rule  of  construction  allows  the 
United  States  "*  •  ’to  maintain  belated 
actions  to  enforce  public  rights  regardless  of 
the  “governmental”  or  “business”  natiire  of 
the  government-sponsored  activity  that 
created  the  rights.”  Buatte  v.  United  States. 
350  F.  2d  386,  389  (1965).  See  also  United 
States  T.  Summerlin,  310  U.S.  414,  417  (1940) 
Chesapeake  Del.  Canal  Co.  v.  United  States, 
250  U  S.  123.  126  (1919). 
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courts.  Section  207  of  the  Act  allows  any 
person  claiming  to  be  damaged  by  any 
common  carrier  subject  to  the  Act  to 
either  make  a  complaint  before  this 
Commission  or  bring  suit  for  recovery  of 
the  damages  in  any  district  court  of  the 
United  States  of  competent  jurisdiction. 
The  same  cause  of  action  occurring  xm- 
der  the  Act  may  therefore  be  brought 
before  either  this  Commission  or  the 
courts.  We  believe  that  by  applying  Sec¬ 
tion  2415(a)  “to*  *  *  every  action  for 
money  damages  *  ♦  *”,  Congress  intend¬ 
ed  the  limitation  period  therein  appli¬ 
cable  to  any  cause  of  action  brought  im- 
der  Section  207  in  the  courts  to  likewise 
apply  to  any  damage  claims  brought  be¬ 
fore  this  Commissi(m. 

8.  We  believe  that  DoD  has  substan¬ 
tially  compUed  with  Section  1.723  of  our 
Rules  in  alleging  damages.  We  also  will 
not  dismi.ss  the  amended  complaint  in¬ 
sofar  as  it  relates  to  AT&T.  The  Issues 
it  raises  involve  interpretation  of  provi¬ 
sions  of  a  tariff  filed  before  this  Commis¬ 
sion  by  AT&T  and  concurred  in  by  the 
C&P  companies.  We  believe  it  appropri¬ 
ate  to  include  AT&T  as  a  party  in  the 
hearing  although  it  may  not  be  the  car¬ 
rier  hable  for  repayment  of  any  over¬ 
charges. 

9.  DoD’s  amended  complaint  raises 
substantial  questions,  which  we  do  not 
now  decide,  concerning  the  rates  charged 
by  the  C&P  companies  to  DoD  for  full 
duplex,  four-wire  services  provided  since 
March  26,  1970.  Prior  to  June  13,  1974, 
the  applicable  provisions  of  AT&T  Tariff 
P.C.C.  No.  260  did  not  provide  a  specific 
rate  for  full  duplex  services  for  the 
Washington  Metropolitan  Area.  The 
tariff  did,  however,  provide  that  rates 
for  interexchange  channels  (non-WMA) 
for  full  duplex  services  would  be  the 
half  duplex  rate  plus  10  percent.  On  June 
13,  1974,  revisions  to  the  tariff  became 
effective  providing  that  the  same  rates 
applicable  to  half  duplex  services  woidd 
also  apply  to  full  duplex  service.s  ”•  Since 


“  With  regard  to  senes  2000  channels.  Sec¬ 
tion  3.2.2(A)  provides,  in  part: 

Series  2000  channels  are  furnished  for  serv¬ 
ice  7  days  a  week,  24  hours  per  day,  for  a 
minimum  period  of  one  month  (except  when 
(Hxlered  as  temporary  service)  and  for  half¬ 
duplex  or  duplex  operation  on  a  two-point 
or  multi-point  basis  to  the  extent  specified 
herein.  Half-duplex  and  duplex  operation  are 
furnished  at  changes  which  are  the  same  in 
either  cose.  Series  2000  channels  may  include 
(1)  voice  grade  interexchange  channels  (2) 
voice  grade  intraexchange  channels  and  (3) 
certain  channels  furnished  wholly  within  the 
Washington  Metropolitan  Area.  (Emphasis 
added.) 

With  regard  to  Series  3000  channels.  Sec¬ 
tion  3.2.3(A)  provides,  in  part: 

Series  3000  channels  are  channels  of  voice 
grade  furnished  for  remote  metering,  super¬ 
visory  control  and  misceUaneoxis  signalling 
purposes  and  for  data  transmission.  These 
channels  are  furnished  for  service  7  days  a 
week,  24  hours  per  day,  for  a  minimum  period 
of  one  month  (except  when  ordered  as  tem¬ 
porary  service)  and  for  half-duplex  or  duplex 
operation  on  a  two-point  or  multi-point  ba¬ 
sis  to  the  extent  specified  herein.  Half-duplex 
and  duplex  are  furnished  at  charges  which 
are  the  same  in  either  case.  The  number  at 
stations  that  may  be  connected  and  the  dis¬ 
tance  over  which  satisfactory  transmission  is 


C&P  provided  full  duplex  service  to  DoD 
prior  to  June  13,  1974,  the  absence  of  a 
specific  rate  for  the  Washington  Metro¬ 
politan  Area  presents  the  question  of 
whether  the  terms  of  the  tariff  existing 
prior  to  that  date  offered  full  duplex. 
Series  2000  and  3000  channels  for  WMA 
services  and,  if  not,  whether  the  C&P 
companies  have  provided  non-tariffed 
common  carrier  services  to  DoD  in  vio¬ 
lation  of  Section  203  of  the  Act,  47  U.S.C. 
203.'*  In  addition,  we  must  consider 
whether  the  charges  paid  by  DoD  for  any 
non-tariffed  services  were  just  and  rea¬ 
sonable  pursuant  to  Section  201(b)  of 
the  Act,  47  U.S.C,  201(b).*'  If  the  terms 
of  the  tariff  prior  to  Jime  13,  1974  did 
offer  full  duplex,  Series  2000  and  3000 
channels  for  WMA  services,  we  must  de¬ 
termine  what  rates  the  tariff  contem¬ 
plated  as  applying  thereto.  Witti  regard 
to  full  duplex.  Series  2000  and  3000  chan¬ 
nels  provided  to  DoD  subsequent  to  June 
13,  1974,  we  must  determine  what  rates 
are  applicable  imder  the  terms  of  the 
tariff  and  whether  such  rates  were  prop¬ 
erly  charged  to  DoD  for  the  services  it 
received. 

10.  Accordingly,  it  is  ordered,  pursu¬ 
ant  to  Sections  4(1),  4(j),  201,  203,  205, 

206,  207,  208,  and  209,  of  the  Commu¬ 
nications  Act  of  1934,  as  amended,  47 
use.  154(1),  154(j),  201,  203,  205,  206, 

207,  208  and  209,  llxat  this  matter  is 
hereby  designated  for  hearing  to  deter¬ 
mine  the  follow’ing  Issues: 

(1)  What  full  duplex  and/or  four- 
wire  Series  2000  and  2000  channels  have 
been  received  by  DoD  from  Defendants 
since  March  26,  1970,  and  what  charges 
have  been  paid  by  DoD  for  such  services. 

(2)  Whether  the  applicable  provisions 
of  AT&T  Tariff  P.C.C.  No.  260  in  effect 
subsequent  to  March  26,  1970,  and  prior 
to  June  13,  1974,  by  their  terms  offered 
full  duplex  and/or  four-wire  Series  2000 
and  3000  channels  for  Washington  Met¬ 
ropolitan  Area  services, 

(3)  If  Tariff  P.C.C.  No.  260  did  not  by 
its  terms  offer  full  duplex  and/or  four- 
wire  Series  2000  and  3000  channels  for 
Washington  Metropolitan  Area  services 
between  March  26,  1970  and  June  13, 


possible  may  be  limited  by  operating  and 
transmission  factcHa  on  channels  furnished 
for  data  transmission.  Tliese  channels  are  not 
suitable  for  the  transmission  of  direct  cw- 
rent  pulses.  Series  3000  channels  may  Include 
(1)  Interexcbange  channels,  (2)  Intraex¬ 
change  channels  and  (3)  certain  channels 
furnished  wholly  within  the  Washington 
Metropolitan  Area.  (Emphasis  adde^  t 

**  Section  203  of  the  Act  requires  that  every 
carrier  subject  to  the  Act  only  charge  for 
Interstate  services  pursuant  to  schedules  of 
charges  filed  with  the  Commission.  It  fur¬ 
ther  provides  that  failure  to  do  so  shaU  re¬ 
sult  in  forfeiture  to  the  United  States  of 
the  sum  of  6500  for  each  offense  and  $26 
for  each  and  every  day  of  the  continuance 
of  such  offense. 

"Section  201(b)  of  the  Act  provides,  in 
part: 

All  charges,  practices,  classifications,  and 
regulations  for  and  In  connection  with  such 
communication  service,  shall  be  just  and 
reasonable,  and  any  such  charge,  practice, 
classification,  or  regulation  that  Is  unjust 
or  unreasonable  Is  hereby  declared  to  be 
unlawful  •  •  • 


1974,  whether  Defendants  have  provided 
non-tariffed  services  during  that  period 
to  DoD  in  violation  of  Section  203(a) 
of  the  Act  for  which  forfeitures  should 
be  imposed  pursuant  to  Section  203(e). 

(4)  If  Tariff  P.C.C.  No.  260  did  not  by 
its  terms  offer  full  duplex  and/or  four- 
wire  Series  2000  and  3000  channels  for 
Washington  Metropolitan  Area  services 
between  March  26,  1970  and  June  13. 
1974,  whether  the  charges  paid  by  DoD 
to  Defendants  for  such  channels  dur¬ 
ing  that  period  were  unjust  and  unrea-  - 
sonable  in  violation  of  Section  201(b) 
of  the  Act  and,  if  so,  what  charges  for 
such  channels  would  have  been  just 
and  reasonable. 

(5)  If  Tariff  P.C.C.  No.  260  did  by 
its  terms  make  available  full  duplex 
and/or  four-wire  Series  2000  and  3000 
channels  for  Washington  Metropolitan 
Area  services,  whether  the  charges  paid 
by  DoD  for  such  channels  were  properly 
made  by  Defendants  consistent  with  the 
terms  specified  in  the  tariff  and,  if  not. 
whether  Defendants  made  such  charges 
in  violation  of  Section  203(c)  of  the  Act 
for  which  forfeitures  should  be  imposed 
pursuant  to  Section  20^(e). 

(6)  Whether  the  chafges  paid  by  DoD 
for  full  duplex  and/or  four-wire  Series 
2000  and  3000  channels  provided  by  De¬ 
fendants  subsequent  to  June  13,  1974 
were  made  by  Defendants  consistent  with 
the  terms  specified  in  Tariff  P.C.C.  No. 
260  and,  if  not.  whether  Defendants 
made  such  charges  in  violatimi  of  Section 
203(c)  of  the  Act  for  which  fcHfeitures 
.should  be  imposed  pursuant  to  Section 
203(e). 

(7)  What  damages,  if  any,  should  be 
awarded  to  DoD  in  the  form  of  payment 
for  overcharges  paid  by  DoD  to  De¬ 
fendants  for  full  duplex  and/or  four- 
wire  Series  2000  and  3000  channels  pro¬ 
vided  to  DoD  since  March  26,  1970. 

(8)  Whether  any  further  relief  should 
be  ordered. 

11.  ft  is  further  ordered.  That  the 
hearing  in  this  proceeding  shall  be  held 
before  an  Administrative  Law  Judge  at 
a  time  and  place  to  be  specified  by  subse¬ 
quent  order;  and  that  such  Administra¬ 
tive  Law  Judge  shall  upon  closing  of  the 
record,  prepare  and  issue  an  initial  de¬ 
cision,  which  shall  be  subject  to  the  sub¬ 
mittal  of  exceptions  and  requests  for  oral 
argument  as  provided  in  Sections  1.276 
and  1.277  of  the  Commission’s  Rules  <47 
CPR  1.276  and  1.277),  after  which  the 
Commission  shall  issue  its  decision  a.c 
provided  in  Section  1.282  of  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  Rules  (47  CPR  Section  1.282). 

12.  It  is  further  ordered,  ’That  the  De¬ 
partment  of  Defense,  American  Tele¬ 
phone  and  Telegraph  Company,  Chesa- 
page  and  Potomac  Telephone  Company. 
Chesapeake  and  Potomac  Telephone 
Company  of  Virginia,  Chesapeake  and 
Potomac  Telephone  Company  of  Mary¬ 
land.  Chesapeake  and  Potomac  Tele¬ 
phone  CMnpany  of  West  Virginia,  and 
the  Chief.  Common  Carrier  Bureau,  shall 
be  made  parties  to  this  proceeding. 

13.  It  is  further  ordered,  ’That  De- 
fendants*  motions  to  dismiss  are 
GRANTED  in  p^  consistent  with  the 
foregoing  opinion  and  are  otherwise 
denied. 
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14.  It  is  further  ordered.  That  DoD’s 
motion  to  strike  is  DENIED. 

15.  It  is  further  ordered.  That  the 
parties  herein  may  avail  themselves  of 
an  opportunity  to  be  heard  by  filing  with 
the  Commission  pursuant  to  Section 
1.221(e)  of  the  Rules  47  CPR  1.221(e), 
within  twenty  (20)  days  of  the  release 
date  of  this  Memorandum  Opinion  and 
Order,  a  written  notice  stating  an  inten¬ 
tion  to  appear  on  the  date  set  for  hear¬ 
ing  and  present  evidence  on  the  issues 
specified. 

Federal  Communic.ations 
CoMinssioN, 

Vincent  J.  Mullins, 

Secretary. 

IFR  Doc.77  ^805  Filed  3-23-77;8;45  am] 


[Docket  No.  21127:  File  No.  BFP-396: 

PCC  77-1471 

ADOLFO  AND  ELIAS  LIBERMAN 

Application  for  Renewal  of  Permit  to  De¬ 
liver  Programs  by  Wireline  to  Radio 

Station  XEGM,  Tijuana,  Mexico;  Memo¬ 
randum  Opinion  and  Order 

Adopted:  February  24, 1977. 

Released:  March  24, 1977. 

1.  The  Commission  has  for  considera¬ 
tion:  (a)  the  above -captioned  applica¬ 
tion;  (b)  a -petition  to  deny  said  appli¬ 
cation  filed  February  27,  1976,  on  behalf 
of  Tele -Broadcasters  of  California,  Inc., 
licensee  of  radio  station  KALl(Akf  > ,  San 
Gabriel,  California  (KALI);  fc)  The 
Liberman’s  opposition  pleading  of  June 
21,  1976;  (d)  KALI’S  reply  thereto;  (e) 
an  earlier  unresolved  “opposition”  to  the 
grant  of  the  above-captioned  application 
filed  in  January  1972  on  behalf  of  RKO 
General,  Inc.,  licensee  of  KHJ(AM) ,  Los 
Angeles,  California  (RKO) :  and  (f)  re¬ 
lated  pleadings  exhibits,  and  correspond¬ 
ence. 

2.  The  essential  facts  of  the  Liberman 
program  export  operation  are  as  follows: 
Adolfo  Liberman,  in  partnership  with  a 
son,  Elias,  has,  since  early  1970,  held  an 
authorization  to  deliver,  by  wireline, 
Spanlsh-language  programs  to  radio  sta¬ 
tion  XEGM(AM).  in  Tijuana.  Mexico 
(950  kHZ.  10  kW  day,  5  kW  night,  DA-2) . 
According  to  patterns  notified  to  the 
Commission  by  the  Mexican  government, 
XEGM’s  daytime  operation  is  character¬ 
ized  by  major  lobes  oriented  in  a  gener¬ 
ally  north-south  configuration,  and  dur¬ 
ing  nighttime  hours,  a  single  major  lobe 
oriented  in  a  westerly  direction.  ’Thus, 
particularly  during  daytime  hours,  the 
station  is  consistently  received  through¬ 
out  southern  California  and  competes 
with  radio  stations  assigned  to  San  Diego, 
Los  Angeles,  and  elsewhere  in  the  area. 
The  authorization  held  by  the  Libermans 
was  issued  pursuant  to  Section  325(b) 
of  the  Communications  Act,  which  re¬ 
quires  that  a  special  permit  be  obtained 
by  persons  who  produce  and  feed  pro¬ 
gram  material  to  a  foreign  station  con¬ 
sistently  received  in  the  United  States. 
The  programming  originates  at  5724 
doUywood  Boulevard,  Los  Angeles,  and 
consists  of  “MOR  Spanish  music  •  •  •*' 
with  limited  segments  of  sports,  public 
service  announcements,  and  other  pro¬ 


grams  “of  Interest  to  the  southern  Cali¬ 
fornia  and  Baja  California  Spanish- 
speaking  population."  Compliance  with 
the  NAB  code  Is  claimed.  Except  for  oc¬ 
casional  preemptions  mandated  by  Mex¬ 
ican  law,  XEGM  Is  exclusively  pro¬ 
grammed  by  the  Libermans,  averaging 
20  hours  daily.  Most  (about  16  hours 
daily)  is  delivered  via  leased  wireline 
interconnections  provided  by  Pacific 
Telephone  and  Telegraph  Company  (cir¬ 
cuit  No.  7KB2581).  The  remainder  of 
the  programming  (about  four  hours 
daily'  consists  of  tapes  and  cassettes 
produced  by  the  Libermans  and  delivered 
in  Tijuana  by  private  courier. 

3.  'The  Libermans’  program  export 
permit  was  routinely  renewed  in  1971 
(BFP-389).  ’Their  next  (now-pending) 
renewal  application,  however,  was  placed 
on  deferred  status  because  of  a  com¬ 
plaint  by  RKO  alleging  that  the  use  of 
excessive  power  and  overmodulation  at 
XEGM  was  causing  second  adjacent 
channel  interference  to  KHJ,  Los 
Angeles,  on  930  kHz.  'These  allegations 
were  not  directed  against  the  Liberman 
operation  per  se,  but  sought  onlj’  to  use 
the  Libermans’  program  export  renewal 
application  as  a  vehicle  for  effecting 
changes  in  XEGM’s  technical  modes  of 
operation.’ 

4.  The  KALI  petition  rests  on  some¬ 
what  different  grounds.  As  licensee  of  a 
Spanish -language  station  in  San  Gabriel 
(suburban  Los  Angeles),  it  competes 
directly  with  the  program  fare  offered  by 
the  Libermans  over  the  facilities  of 
XEGM.  KALI’S  arguments  in  support  of 
its  petition  to  deny  may  be  summarized 
as  follows:  as  a  Spanish-language  AM 
station  in  suburban  Los  Angeles  <1430 
kHz,  5  kW,  DA-2),  it  competes  with  the 
Libermans  for  advertising  revenues  and 
audiences  in  the  Los  Angeles  metro  area 
and  therefore  has  standing  as  a  party  in 
interest  under  FCC  v.  Sanders  Brothers 
•Radio  Station.  309  U.S.  470  (1940) ;  that 
contrary  to  the  provisions  of  the  ITU 
regulations*  and  the  “principle  of  pri¬ 
mary  service”  established  in  the  1973 
U.S. /Mexican  FM”  side  agreement”  ®,  the 


>  since  we  have  concluded,*  Infra,  that  the 
apparent  interference  caused  by  XEGM  Is  a 
proper  basis  upon  which  to  question  whether 
the  public  Interest  would  be  served  by  grant¬ 
ing  the  above-captioned  renewal  application, 
we  will  place  the  burden  of  proceeding  with 
the  Introduction  of  evidence  under  the  Inter¬ 
ference  Issues  (Issues  1  and  2)  on  RKO. 

'International  Telecommunications  Con¬ 
vention  — TIAS-4893 —  was  Signed  by  the 
United  States  without  reservation,  and  by 
Mexico  with  certain  reservations  not  appli¬ 
cable  here.  Article  7,  Section  1,  paragr.aph 
423(2)  reads  as  follows: 

In  principle,  except  in  the  frequency  band 
3900-4000  kc.^s,  broadcasting  stations  using 
frequencies  below  5060  kc 's  or  above  41  Mc/s 
shall  not  employ  power  exceeding  that  neces¬ 
sary  to  maintain  economically  an  effective 
national  service  of  good  quality  within  the 
frontiers  of  the  country  concerned. 

Whether  this  principle  is  being  violated  by 
XEGM  is  a  matter  of  ongoing  diplomatic 
discussions  with  Mexico. 

'The  pertinent  text  of  the  “side  agree¬ 
ment”  reads  as  follows: 

FM  broadcasting  stations  within  the  Juris¬ 
diction  of  each  party  will  be  assigned  and 
operated  for  the  basic  purpose  of  providing 


Libermans,  through  the  agency  of 
XEGM.  are  operating  a  de  facto  Los 
Angeles  station,  both  in  terms  of  pro¬ 
gramming  and  advertising  supixirt;  that 
any  public  need  for  the  Liberman  opera¬ 
tion 'which  may  have  once  existed  has 
been  extinguished  by  the  advent  of  U.S.- 
licensed  Spanish-language  service  in  the 
Los  Angeles  area  (including  radio  station 
KWKW,  Pasadena,  as  well  as  KALI  in 
San  Gabriel)  and,  in  line  with  our  deci¬ 
sion  in  American  Broadcsting  Compan¬ 
ies.  Inc..  35  FCC  2d  1  (1972),  Uie  Liber¬ 
man  operation,  which  is  not  subject  to 
our  community  ascertainment  and  other 
programming  requirements,  should  be 
terminated.  KALI  also  documents  its 
claim  that  air  time  on  KLVE(FM).  Los 
Angeles,  acquired  in  1975  by  Adolfo 
Liberman  and  his  three  sons  (Elias. 
Julio,  and  Jose)  is  sold  in  combination 
with  XEGM.  and  suggests  that  because 
Jose  Liberman  (a  Mexican  national  and 
65  percent  owner  of  XEGM)  is  also  a  20 
percent  principal  in  KLVE,  the  entire  ar¬ 
rangement  amounts  to  a  “•  *  •  con¬ 
spiracy  to  defeat  the  alien  ownership 
laws  of  two  nations.” 

5.  The  Libermans  contend  that  KALI 
lacks  standing  to  invoke  statutory  reme¬ 
dies  because  the  economic  injury  claimed 
is  not  “certain  and  definite;”  that 
XEGM's  current  operation  is  licensed  by 
the  Mexican  government  through  July  2, 
1989;  that  under  our  holdings  in  Lansing 
Broadcasting  Company.  15  FCC  400 
<1950)  and  American  Broadcasting- 
Paramount  Theatres,  Inc.,  21  FCC  624 
<1956),  KALI  is  entitled  to  no  greater 
immunity  from  foreign  competition  than 
from  domestic  competition:  that  in  addi¬ 
tion  to  serving  the  needs  of  2,400,000 
Spanish-speaking  listeners  scattered 
throughout  the  Los  Angeles  metro  area  as 
well  as  San  Diego  and  Orange  counties. 
XEGM  also  serves  a  large  number  of. 
Mexican  listeners  with  interests  coincid¬ 
ing  with  those  of  the  Mexican-American 
audience  north  of  the  border;  that  Mexi¬ 
can  listeners  are  further  accommodated 
by  preemptions  periodically  ordered  by 
the  Mexican  government  during  which 
XEGM  carries  Mexican  network  mate¬ 
rial  of  vital  interest  to  the  residents  of 
Baja  California;  that  XEGM  has  and 
continues  to  engage  in  a  variety  of 
philanthropic  activities  (eg.,  Guate¬ 
malan  earthquake  relief,  sponsorship  of 
cross-border  sporting  events,  fund-rais¬ 
ing  for  Mexican-American  student 
scholarships,  and  so-on) ;  that  many 
commercials  broadcasted  over  XEGM  are 
sponsored  by  Mexican  companies  or  con¬ 
cern  U.S.  products  sold  in  Mexico:  that 
Spanish-language  services  provided  by 
KALI  and  KWKW  in  the  Los  Angeles 
area  do  not  reach  the  large  Spanish - 
speaking  populations  in  Orange  and  San 
Diego  counties  and,  viewed  overall,  are 
not  equivalent  in  quality  or  coverage  to 
the  service  rendered  by  XEGM;  tliat  in 


an  effective  service  to  Its  nationals  within 
Its  frontiers. 

It  win  be  noted  that  on  Its  face  the  side 
agreement  applies  only  to  FM  broadcast  sta¬ 
tions.  KALI'S  efforts  to  invoke  the  terms  of 
the  “side  agreement”  against  a  Mexican  AM 
station  (XEGM)  must  therefore  be  rejected. 
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contrast  to  KALI,  XEGM’s  average  com¬ 
mercial  limit  •  is  wen  below  18 
minutes  per  hour;”  that  XEGM  accepts 
no  announcements  promoting  lotteries, 
liquor,  cigarettes,  fortime-tellers,  palm 
readers,  astrologers  or  faith  healers  and 
that  its  programming  otherwise  accords 
with  aU  accepted  program  standards  for 
U.S.  stations  and  therefore  meets  the  test 
laid  down  in  W rather -Alvarez  Broad¬ 
casting.  Inc.  V.  FCC.  248  P,  2d  646  (1957) ; 
that  KAU  is  assuming  the  role  of  a  “pri¬ 
vate  Secretary  of  State”  in  attempting 
to  use  the  Liberman  appUcatlon  as  a 
vehicle  for  testing  the  propriety  of 
XEGM’s  10  kW  operation,  this  being  a 
matter  for  negotiation  between  govern¬ 
ments;  and  that  since  the  United  States 
has  no  jurisdiction  over  foreign  stations, 
the  practical  effect  of  denying  the  Liber¬ 
man  application  would  be  to  deprive  the 
Commission  of  “•  •  •  control  over 
either  the  power  of  XEGM  or  its  pro¬ 
grams.”  The  Liberman  operation  is  en¬ 
dorsed  by  various  groups  and  organiza¬ 
tions  in  Southern  California,  including 
the  City  Council  of  the  City  of  Los 
Angeles. 

6.  In  support  of  its  claim  of  economic 
injury.  KALI  has  furnished  estimates 
that,  based  on  ARB  surveys  showing 
XEGM  to  be  the  leading  Spanish-lan- 
guage  station  in  the  Los  Angeles  area, 
KALI  is  losing  advertising  revenue  at 
the  rate  of  $16,000  per  month.  While 
this  estimate  may  be  highly  inflated,  it 
is  clear  from  the  information  of  record 
that  KALI  and  XEGM  do  in  fact  com¬ 
pete  for  advertising  revenue  in  the  Los 
Angeles  area,  and  that  KALI  is  sustain¬ 
ing  some  loss  of  revenue  from  the  XEGM 
operation.  In  view  of  the  significant  ex¬ 
pansion  of  norms  governing  standing  in 
administrative  proceedings  which  has 
taken  place  over  the  past  decade,  we 
And  that  KALI  has  standing  to  prosecute 
its  petition  to  deny  the  Liberman  appli¬ 
cation.  City  of  Camden,  8  RR  2d  404 
(1966);  Eagle  Broadcasting  Company, 
17  RR  2d  766  (1969) ;  Office  of  Communi¬ 
cations  of  the  United  Church  of  Christ 
v.  FCC,  359  P.  2d  994  (1966);  Midcon¬ 
tinent  Broadcasting  Company  of  Wis¬ 
consin.  12  PCC  2d  111  (1968) ;  American 
Broadcasting  Companies,  Inc.,  35  PCC 
2d  1  (1972).  Beyond  the  narrow  issue 
of  standing,  however,  it  is  apparent  that 
the  ccHnpetitive  relationship  between 
KALI  and  XEGM  does  not,  standing 
alone,  entitle  KALI  to  the  relief  re¬ 
quested.  American  Broadcasting-Para¬ 
mount  Theatres,  supra. 

7.  In  American  Broadcasting  Com¬ 
panies,  supra,  after  a  lengthy  recitation 
of  the  legislative  history  of  Section 
325(b)  of  the  Communications  Act,  we 
asserted  jurisdiction  in  a  situation  in 
which  ABC’s  program  export  permit 
(issued  in  furtherance  of  its  network 
afiOliation  with  VHP  television  station 
XETV,  Tijuana)  had  been  challenged  by 
a  UHP  television  station  in  San  Diego, 
and  held  that  despite  the  fact  that  the 
legislative  history  of  Section  325(b)  is 
scHnewhat  different  than  that  of  the 
Act  as  a  whole,  licensing  actions  taken 
under  Section  325(b)  must  nonetheless 
meet  the  public  interest  standard  laid 


down  in  Section  309  of  the  Act.  Further, 
this  was  interpreted  to  encompass  ques¬ 
tions  of  areas  and  populatlmis  served 
by  the  parties  to  the  (Uspute,  the  con¬ 
sequences  to  the  public  of  a  termination 
of  the  ABC/XETV  network  affiliation, 
the  overall  programming  practices  of 
the  Mexican  affiliate,  and  other  issues 
bearing  on  the  public  interest.  This  view 
of  our  jurisdiction  was  upheld  by  the 
U.S.  Court  of  Appeals  (D.C.  Cflr.)  in  a 
memorandum  judgment  filed  December 
27,  1972  (Case  No.  72-1612)  which,  al¬ 
though  consistent  with,  went  beyond 
the  earlier  holding  in  Wrather-Alvarez 
Broadcasting,  supra,  in  which  the  same 
Court,  while  declining  to  apply  full  com¬ 
parative  criteria,  conflrmed  our  authori¬ 
ty  to  “•  *  •  consider  the  character  of 
[the]  programming  •  *  •”  in  passing 
on  applications  filed  under  Section 
325(b)  of  the  Act.  It  has  therefore  been 
abundantly  established  that  our  man¬ 
date  under  Section  325(b)  goes  beyond 
the  mere  prevention  of  obnoxious  pro¬ 
gramming  to  include  the  prevention  of 
•  severe  interference  by  Mexican 
border  stations  •  *  •”  American  Broad¬ 
casting  Companies,  supra,  at  p.  5. 

8.  This  is  not  to  say  that  an  ad¬ 
ministrative  proceeding  before  this 
agency  is  the  proper  forum  to  determine 
compliance  by  foreign  stations,  over 
which  we  have  no  jurisdiction,  with  in¬ 
ternational  agreements.  These  matters 
are  governed  by  treaty  and,  when  dis¬ 
putes  arise,  must  be  resolved  through 
diplomatic  channels.  However,  because 
of  Jose  Liberman’s  controlling  interest  in 
Difusora  del  Valle,  S.A.,  licensee  of 
XEGM,  the  history  of  our  dealhigs  with 
Mexico  regarding  that  station  become 
relevant  and  are  therefore  synopsized 
below. 

9.  Station  XEGM  was  notifled  for  day¬ 
time  power  increase  from  2.5  kW  to  5 
kW,  omni-directional  antenna  daytime, 
in  Mexican  Change  list  164  dated 
December  15.  1953.  In  response  to  that 
notification,  we  objected  on  the  ground 
of  predicted  increases  in  Interference 
to  stations  KHJ,  Los  Angeles  on  930 
kHz,  and  KFWB,  Los  Angeles,  on  980 
kHz.  ’Thereafter,  in  Mexican  Change 
Lists  169  and  170,  dated  June  15  and 
July  6,  1954,  respectively,  the  proposed 
daytime  power  of  XEGM  was  decreased 
from  5  kW  to  3.5  kW.  We  again  objected 
on  the  ground  that  the  then-existing 
operation  of  XEGM  at  2.5  kW  caused 
interference  to  the  above-mentioned  sta¬ 
tions  in  Los  Angeles,  and  that  any  in¬ 
crease  in  radiation  from  XEGM  would 
necessarily,  aggravate  the  problem.  In 
this  connection.  Annex  V  of  the  1957 
agreement  with  Mexico  provided  for 
XEGM  as  a  specific  case  at  2.5  kW,  omni¬ 
directional.  As  part  of  the  negotiations 
with  Mexico  for  a  new  agreement,  a 
notification  was  received  from  Mexicn 
in  Change  List  237,  dated  February  2. 
1967,  reducing  the  proposed  daytime 
power  increase  from  3.5  kW  to  2.5  kW, 
thereby  eliminating  the  outstanding  ob¬ 
jection.  No  specific  provislcm  was  made 
for  XEGM  in  the  new  agreement  with 
Mexico  signed  by  the  United  States  (mi 
December  11, 1968. 


10.  In  Change  List  252  dated  January 
16, 1969,  notification  was  given  by  Mexico 
of  a  pit^TOsal  to  increase  the  XEGM 
facilities  from  2.5  kW.  ND,  UnL  to  10 
kW  day/5  kW  night,  DA-2  (the  present 
modes  of  operation) .  By  letter  of  March 
20,  1969,  we  reserved  the  right  to  object 
to  the  proposal.  By  letter  dated  June 
26,  1970,  Mexico  provided  certain  addi¬ 
tional  data  but  indicated  that,  because 
of  the  conditional  nature  of  our  earlier 
objection,  it  had  already  licensed  XEGM 
to  operate  in  the  manner  proposed.  Since 
that  date,  we  have  (X)ntinu^  to  object 
to  these  modes  of  operation  on  the  twin 
groimds  that  the  use  of  10  kW  within 
the  border  zone  is  per  se  a  violation  of 
Article  IX(B)  (4)  of  the  1970  U.S./Mexi¬ 
can  standard  broadcasting  agreement 
(TIAS-7021),  and  that  by  operating 
with  its  presently  authorized  m(xles, 
XEGM  appears  to  cause  objectionable 
interference  to  stations  KFRE,  Fresno 
(940  kHz);  KAVR.  Apple  VaUey  (960 
kHz) ;  KNEZ,  Lompoc  (960  kHz) ;  and 
KHJ,  Los  Angeles  (930  kHz),  all  in 
California.  This  matter  was  most  recent¬ 
ly  brought  to  the  attention  of  the  Dlrec- 
cion  (General  de  Telecommimicaciones 
on  June  22, 1976. 

11.  While  family  relationships  per  se 
do  not  warrant  an  Inference  that  the 
parties  involved  are  acting  in  concert, 
the  circumstances  surrounding  such  rela¬ 
tionships  may  create  a  presumption 
w'hich  can  be  rebutted  only  through  the 
hearing  process.  Stuart  W.  Epperson  et 
al.  21  RR  675  (1961);  1  RR  2d  521 
(1963).  See  also  East  Arkansas  Broad¬ 
casters,  Inc.,  20  RR  934  (1960) ;  Southern 
Indiana  Broadcasters,  Inc.,  14  RR  117 
( 1956) .  On  the  facts  thus  far  developed 
in  this  case,  there  appears  to  be  a  strong 
likelihood  that  Adolfo  and  Ellas  Liber¬ 
man  are  not  dealing  at  arms  length  with 
XEGM  in  the  person  of  Jose  Liberman, 
with  whom  they  share  office  space  in  Los 
Angeles,  and  that,  acting  in  concert,  they 
procured  the  filing  and  grant  of  the 
XEGM  power  increase  application  (Clave 
61-XI-lO)  with  a  view  to  obtaining  a 
competitive  AM  operation  based  in,  and 
programmed  from,  the  City  of  Los  Ange¬ 
les.  It  follows  that  they  might,  should 
they  so  desire,  procure  the  filing  and 
grant  of  an  application  for  modification 
of  the  XEGM  facilities  to  reduce  the  au¬ 
thorized  power  of  XEGM  to  levels  con¬ 
templated  by  the  1970  U.S./Mexican 
standard  broadcasting  agreement  (TIAS- 
7021),  thereby  ending  long-standing 
problems  of  adjacent  channel  interfer¬ 
ence.  as  detailed  in  paragraph  10,  supra.* 

12.  Assuming,  arguendo,  that  Adolfo 
and  Elias  Liberman  are  powerless  to 
bring  about  corrective  action  through 
the  agency  of  the  Mexican  licensee 
(Jose),  we  are  still  left  with  the  basic 
issue  of  whether  persons  holding  a  Sec¬ 
tion  325(b)  permit  should  be  allowed  to 
use  as  a  conduit  a  foreign  station  which 
apparently  causes  objectionable  inter- 


*  This  would  require  reduction  to  S  kW  or 
lees,  with  operating  nnidea  providing  protec¬ 
tion  equivalent  to  SA  kW  omnidirectional, 
as  specified  in  the  1967  bilateral  agreement 
with  Mexico 
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ference  as  defined  jn  the  pertinent  inter¬ 
national  agreement.  As  already  indicated, 
while  questions  of  treaty  compliance 
must  be  dealt  wich  through  diplomatic 
channels,  the  existence  of  oj)jectionable 
interference  can  properly  be  weighed  in 
determining  whether  the  public  interest 
is  served  by  continuing  to  authorize  the 
Libermans  to  provide  program  feeds  to 
the  interfering  station.* 

13.  On  the  basis  of  information  of  rec¬ 
ord.  we  recognize  that,  through  the  fa¬ 
cilities  of  XEGM.  the  Libermans’  present 
programming  and  commercial  practices 
are  not  objectionable  under  the  test  laid 
down  in  W rather -Alvarez  Broadca’itinci. 
supra.  We  also  recognize  the  likelihood 
that  XEGM,  as  presently  operated,  serves 
areas  and  populations  in  southern  Cali¬ 
fornia  which  do  not  receive  primary 
senice  from  any  U.S. -licensed  Spanish - 
language  station.  These  findings,  how¬ 
ever,  could  in  no  event  justify  renewal 
of  the  program  export  authorization  if. 
in  rendering  the  service  XEGM  is  in  fact 
causing  interference  to  U.S.-licensed  sta¬ 
tions  beyond  the  levels  permitted  by 
treaty.  For  tliis  reason,  hearing  issues 
going  to  the  public  need  for  the  Liber¬ 
man  service,  the  areas  and  populations 
served,  alternative  sources  of  similar  pro¬ 
gramming,  and  the  probable  conse¬ 
quences  of  its  withdrawal  have  not  been 
included  in  this  Order. 

14.  Finally,  with  regard  to  XEGM,  we 
must  observe  that  while  issues  of  treaty 
compliance  and  objectionable  interfer¬ 
ence  are  legally  separable,  a  reduction  in 
authorized  pow’er  to  levels  consistent  with 
the  1970  U.S. /Mexican  standard  broad¬ 
cast  agreement,  plus  a  commitment  by 
XEGM  to  switch  to  its  nighttime  facili¬ 
ties  at  local  sunset,  would  appear  to  offer 
a  basis  for  negotiation  between  the  Lib¬ 
ermans  and  the  Broadcast  Bureau  look¬ 
ing  toward  re.solution  of  this  proceeding 
via  a  consent  agreement. 

15.  Accordingly,  it  is  ordered.  That 
KALI’S  petition  to  deny  and  RKO’s  ear¬ 
lier  opposition  to  the  grant  of  the  above- 
captioned  application  ARE  GRANTED 
to  the  extent  indicated  herein,  and  in  alt 
other  respects  ARE  DENIED. 

It  is  further  ordered.  That  pursuant 
to  Sections  309' ei  and  325(b)  of  the 
Communications  Act  of  1934,  as  amend¬ 
ed.  the  above-captioned  application  IS 
DESIGNATED  FOR  HEARING  at  a  time 
and  place  to  be  specified  by  subsequent 
Order,  upon  the  following  issues: 

( 1)  To  determine  the  extent,  if  any,  of 
objectionable  interference  caused  by 
XEGM.  operating  with  its  presently  au¬ 
thorized  modes,  to  stations  authorized  to 
operate  in  the  United  States,  such  deter¬ 
mination  to  be  made  in  accordance  with 
the  provisions  of  the  1970  U.S.  Mexican 
standard  broadcast  agreement  (TIAS- 
7021 >. 


Field  inten.^iity  rc.^dings  taken  atop  the 
KHJ  building  In  Los  Angele.s  on  or  about 
November  19,  1976.  indicate  that  XEGM  may 
not  be  switching  to  Its  authorized  nighttime 
power  and  pattern  at  local  sunset,  ’njuana. 
If  true,  the  Interference  impact  on  U.S.  sta¬ 
tions  would  be  even  greater  than  that  cal¬ 
culated  under  the  notified  patterns. 
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(2)  To  determine  whether  XEGM  op¬ 
erates  during  nighttime  hours  wdth  its 
presently  authorized  and  notified  day¬ 
time  power  and  directional  pattern. 

(3)  To  determine,  in  light  of  the  evi¬ 
dence  adduced  pursuant  to  the  preceding 
issues,  w’hether  a  grant  of  the  above- 
captioned  application  would  serve  tlie 
public  interest,  convenience,  and  neces¬ 
sity. 

It  is  further  ordered,  ’That  Tele-Broad¬ 
casters  of  California.  Inc.  (KALI) ;  RKO 
General,  Inc.  (KHJ) :  KFRE  Broadcast¬ 
ing.  Inc.  (KFRE) :  BHA  Enterprises,  Inc. 

•  KAVR) :  and  KNEZ.  Inc.  (KNEZ)  ARE 
MADE  PARTIES  to  this  proceeding. 

It  is  further  ordered.  That  in  line  with 
our  policy  of  affording  full-party  status 
to  a  foreign  station  in  American  Broad¬ 
casting  Companies,  supra.  Difusora  del 
Valle.  S.A.  (XEGM)  is  also  made  a  party 
to  this  pr(x:eeding. 

It  is  further  ordered.  That  with  respect 
to  Issue  3,  the  burden  of  proceeding  with 
the  introduction  of  evidence  is  placed  on 
the  applicant. 

It  is  further  ordered,  ’That  with  respect 
to  Issues  1  and  2.  the  burden  of  proceed¬ 
ing  with  the  introduction  of  evidence  is 
placed  on  RKO  General.  Inc. 

It  is  further  ordered.  That  to  avail 
themselves  of  the  opportunity  to  be 
heard,  the  applicants  and  all  parties 
herein,  pursuant  to  Section  1.221  of  the 
Commission’s  Rules,  in  person  or  by  at¬ 
torney,  .shall,  within  20  days  of  the  mail¬ 
ing  of  this  Order,  file  with  the  Commis¬ 
sion.  in  triplicate,  a  written  appearance 
stating  an  intention  to  appear  on  the 
date  fixed  for  the  hearing  and  present 
evidence  on  the  issues  specified  in  this 
Order. 

It  is  further  ordered.  That  the  appli¬ 
cants  herein  shall,  pursuant  to  section 
311(a)(2)  of  the  Communications  Act 
and  S  1.594  of  the  Commission’s  rules, 
give  public  notice  of  the  hearing  in  a 
Los  Angeles  daily  newspaper  of  general 
circulation,  within  the  time  and  in  the 
manner  prescribed  in  such  rule,  and 
shall  advise  the  Commission  of  the  pub¬ 
lication  of  such  notice  as  required  by 
S  1.594' g*  of  the  Rules. 

Federal  Communications 
Commission. 

Vincent  J.  Mullins. 

Secretary. 

IFR  Doc.77-8802  Filed  3-23-77;8:45  am] 


[Docket  Nos.  21146  and  21147;  Pile  Nos. 
135-A-L-96  and  8-A-L-1161 

BIG  SPRING  AIRCRAFT.  INC..  AND  EL 
PASO  AIR  TRANSPORT 

Order  Designating  Applications  for 
Consolidated  Hearing  on  Stated  Issues 

Adopted:  March  11. 1977. 

Released:  March  21, 1977. 

In  re  applications  of  Big  Spring  Air¬ 
craft.  Inc.,  Big  Spring,  Texas,  and  El 
Paso  Air  Transport  d/b/a  Trans  Re¬ 
gional  Airline  Big  Spring.  Texas,  for  an 
Aeronautical  Advisory  Station  to  service 
Howard  County  Airport.  Big  Spring,  Tex. 


1.  Big  Spring  Aircraft.  Inc.  (herein¬ 
after  called  Big  Spring)  and  El  Paso 
Air  Transport  d  b  ^a  Trans  Regional  Air¬ 
line  (hereinafter  called  Trans  Regional* 
have  each  filed  an  application  for  new- 
aeronautical  advisory  facilities  at  the 
same  airport.  Section  87.251(a)  of  the 
Commission’s  rules  provides  that  only- 
one  aeronautical  advisory  station  may¬ 
be  authorized  to  operate  at  a  landing 
area  and.  therefore,  the  above -captioned 
applications  are  mutually  exclusive.  Ac¬ 
cordingly-,  it  is  necessary  to  designate  the 
applications  for  a  comparative  hearing 
in  order  to  determine  which  application 
should  be  granted.  Except  for  the  issues 
siiecified  herein,  each  applicant  is  other¬ 
wise  qualified. 

2.  The  Commission  has  received  by¬ 
letter  of  January  10,  1977,  from  Trans 
Regional  statements  from  local  pilots 
which,  if  true,  reflect  violations  of  Sub¬ 
part  C.  Part  87  of  the  Commission’s  rules 
by-  Big  Spring.  Further,  there  is  no  cur¬ 
rent  authorization  outstanding  for  a 
UNICOM  in  the  name  of  Big  Spring  al¬ 
though  they  apparently  are  operating 
a  UNICOM  station  at  Howard  County- 
Airport.' 

3.  In  view-  of  the  foregoing,  it  is  or¬ 
dered,  That,  pursuant  to  the  provisions 
of  section  309(e)  of  tlie  Communications 
Act  of  1934,  as  amended,  and  5  0.331  of 
the  Commission’s  rules,  the  above-cap¬ 
tioned  applications  are  hereby  desig¬ 
nated  for  hearing  in  a  consolidated  pro¬ 
ceeding  at  a  time  and  place  to  be  speci¬ 
fied  in  a  subseqvitnt  Order  on  the  fol¬ 
lowing  comparative  issues: 

<a)  to  determine  which  applicant 
would  provide  the  public  with  better 
aeronautical  advisory  service  based  on 
the  following  considerations: 

( 1 »  location  of  the  fixed-base  opera¬ 
tion  and  proposed  radio  station  in  rela¬ 
tion  to  the  landing  area  and  traffic  pat¬ 
terns: 

( 2 )  hours  of  operation : 

(3)  personnel  available  to  provide  ad¬ 
visory  service: 

<4*  experience  of  applicant  and  em¬ 
ployees  in  aviation  and  aviation  commu¬ 
nications.  including  but  not  limited  to 
operation  of  stations  in  the  Aviation 
Services  (Part  87)  that  may  be  or  have 
been  authorized  to  the  applicant: 

(5)  ability  to  provide  information  per¬ 
taining  to  primary  and  secondary  com¬ 
munications  as  specified  in  section  87.257 
of  the  Commission’s  rules: 

(6)  proposed  radio  system  including 
control  and  dispatch  points:  and. 

(7)  the  availability  of  the  radio  facil¬ 
ities  to  other  fixed-base  operators. 

(b)  To  determine  whether  Big  Spring 
has  operated  an  aeronautical  advisory 
station  at  Howard  County  Airport,  Big 
Spring.  Texas,  without  a  valid  authoriza¬ 
tion  in  violation  of  the  Commission’s 
rules  and  the  Communications  Act  of 
1934,  as  amended,  and  if  so,  the  effect 


■  Big  Spring  Aircraft,  Inc.  was  the  licensee 
of  Aeronautical  Advisory  Station  WLZ3  at 
Howard  County  Airport.  January  1960  to  June 
1969.  The  Commission’s  records  do  not  Indi¬ 
cate  that  the  .station  license  was  ever  renewed 
after  this  date. 
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of  such  violation  on  Big  Spring's  Quali¬ 
fications  to  be  a  Commission  licensee. 

(c)  To  determine  whether  Big  Spring 
has  operated  an  aeronautical  advisory 
station  at  Howard  Coimty  Airport,  Big 
Spring.  Texas,  in  violation  of  Subpart  C, 
Part  87,  and  if  so,  the  effect  of  such 
violation  on  Big  Spring’s  qualifications 
to  be  a  Commission  licensee. 

(d)  To  determine  in  light  of  the  evi¬ 
dence  adduced  in  the  foregoing  issue.s 
which,  if  either,  of  the  application  should 
be  granted. 

3.  It  is  further  ordered.  That  the  bur¬ 
den  of  proceeding  with  the  introduction 
of  evidence  and  the  burden  of  proof  on 
Issue  (b)  is  on  Big  Spring,  the  burden 
of  proceeding  with  the  introduction  of 
evidence  on  issue  fc)  is  on  Trans  Re¬ 
gional,  and  the  burden  of  proof  on  issue 
(c)  is  on  Big  Spring.  On  all  other  issues, 
the  burdens  are  on  each  applicant  v.ith 
respect  to  its  application  except  issue  ( d  • 
which  is  conclusory. 

4.  It  is  ordered.  That,  to  avail  them¬ 
selves  of  an  opportunity  to  be  heard. 
Trans  Regional  and  Big  Spring,  pursuant 
to  I  1.221  tc)  of  the  Commission's  rules, 
in  person  or  by  attorney,  shall  v.’ithin 
20  days  of  the  mailing  of  this  Order,  file 
with  the  Commission,  in  triplicate,  a 
written  appearance  stating  an  intention 
to  appear  on  the  date  set  for  hearing 
and  present  evidence  on  the  issues  speci¬ 
fied  in  this  Order.  Failure  to  file  a  writ¬ 
ten  appearance  within  the  time  specified 
may  result  in  dismis.sal  of  the  applica¬ 
tion  with  prejudice. 

Charles  A.  Higginbotham. 

Chief,  Safety  and  Special 
Radio  Services  Bureau. 

(FR  Doc.77-8804  Filed  3-23-77:8:45  am] 

[Docket  Nos.  21112  and  21113;  File  Nos. 

BPH-9452  and  BPH-9642| 

FLETCHER  BROADCASTING  CORP.  AND 
GOLDCUP  BROADCASTING  CORP. 

Memorandum  Opinion  and  Order  Desig¬ 
nating  Applications  for  Consolidated 

Hearing  on  Stated  Issues 

Adopted:  March  2, 1977. 

Released;  March  16. 1977. 

In  re  applications  of  Fletcher  Broad¬ 
casting  Corp.,  Warrenton,  Virginia  (Re¬ 
quests:  94.3  MHz,  Channel  No.  232;  300 
'W  (H&V) :  810  feet  (H&V) )  and  Goldcup 
Broadcasting.  Inc.,  Warrenton.  Virginia 
(Requests;  94.3  MHz,  Channel  No.  232 
3  kW  (H&V) ;  300  feet  (H&V)  > .  For  Con¬ 
struction  Permit. 

1.  The  Commission,  by  the  Chief, 
Broadcast  Bureau,  has  before  it:  (i)  the 
above -captioned  mutually  exclusive  ap¬ 
plications  of  Fletcher  Broadcasting  Cor¬ 
poration  (hereinafter  “Fletcher”)  and 
Goldcup  Broadcasting,  Inc.  (hereinafter 
“Goldcup”) ,  both  seeking  a  construction 
permit  for  a  new'  PM  broadcast  station 
on  the  same  channel  in  Warrenton,  Vir¬ 
ginia;  (ii)  Fletcher’s  petition  to  deny 
the  (jtoldcup  application;  and  (iii) 
Goldcup ’s  opposition  to  the  petition. 

2.  Fletcher’s  petition  to  deny  is  defec¬ 
tive  in  that  it  cemtains  no  specific  fsu:- 
tual  allegations  supported  by  affidavit 


based  upon  personal  knowledge,  as  re¬ 
quired  by  section  309(d)  (1)  of  the  Com¬ 
munications  Act  of  1934,  as  amended. 
The  petition  will  therefore  be  dismissed 
as  a  formal  pleading,  but  considered  as 
an  informal  objection  pursuant  to  Sec¬ 
tion  1.587  of  the  Commission’s  Rules. 
Fletcher,  however,  has  failed  to  advance 
any  grounds  for  denying  tlie  application 
of  Goldcup.  Fletcher  cites  five  bases  for 
its  claim  that  the  Goldcup  application  is 
“inaccurate  and  incomplete”,  and  all  five 
are  without  merit.  First,  Fletcher  asserts 
that  Goldcup’s  proposed  tower  requires 
a  special  use  permit  and  FAA  approval. 
Goldcup  submitted  FAA  approval  with 
its  amendment  of  December  10,  1975. 
Fletcher  gives  no  clue  as  to  what  type 
of  special  use  permit  is  required,  by 
whom  it  would  be  issued,  or  why  it  is 
required.  In  opposition,  Goldcup  states 
that  it  does  not  intend  to  locate  its 
tran.sniitter  on  land  within  the  jurisdic¬ 
tion  of  the  federal  government,  and  that 
the  special  use  provisions  of  Section  1.70 
of  the  Commission's  Rules  therefore  do 
not  apply.  As  special  use  permits  are  not 
routinely  required  of  applicants  speci¬ 
fying  transmitter  sites,  and  Fletcher  has 
shown  no  reason  for  requiring  one  of 
Goldcup.  no  issue  with  respect  to  this 
point  will  be  specified.  Second.  Fletcher 
is  incorrect  in  stating  that  the  commit¬ 
ment  letter  from  HBE  Leasing  is  “in¬ 
complete  because  it  is  subject  to  credit 
approval”;  such  letters  are  routinely 
conditioned  upon  credit  checks,  and  are 
acceptable  as  such.  Third.  Fletcher’s  bald 
assertion  that  "there  was  no  lease  for 
the  land  submitted  with  the  application” 
is  refuted  by  Goldcup's  opposition:  nei¬ 
ther  absolute  assurance  nor  legal  con¬ 
trol  of  the  site  is  necessary;  an  applicant 
proposing  a  site  must  do  so  with  rea¬ 
sonable  assurance  in  good  faith  that  the 
site  will  be  available  to  him.  United  Tele¬ 
vision  Company,  Inc.,  18  FCC  2d  363, 
371;  16  RR  2d  621,  631  (1969).  Absent 
properly  substantiated  specific  allega¬ 
tions  showing  that  the  site  was  specified 
in  bad  faith,  documentation  will  not  be 
required.  Fourth,  contrary  to  Fletcher’s 
claim,  Goldcup  has  supplied  the  required 
financial  information  for  persons  sup¬ 
plying  funds,  in  accord  with  Section  III, 
page  3,  paragraph  4(b)  of  the  applica¬ 
tion  form  (FCC  Form  301).  For  each 
person  furnishing  funds,  the  application 
form  requires  a  balance  sheet  or  finan¬ 
cial  statement  .showing  all  liabilities  and 
containing  current  liquid  as.sets  sufficient 
to  meet  current  liabilities,  and  financial 
ability  to  supply  funds  committed  to  the 
applicant.  Goldcup  proposes  to  obtain 
$50,000  from  James  and  Elizabeth  Ed- 
mundson,  and  $50,000  from  John  and 
Mary  Dettra.  Availability  of  the  funds 
to  the  Edmundsons  is  evinced  by  the 
$50,000  loan  commitment  of  Mrs.  James 
K.  Edmundson,  Sr.  The  last  paragraph 
of  her  letter  of  September  26,  1975,  is 
acceptable  as  a  financial  statement  in 
lieu  of  a  balance  sheet.  The  partial  bal¬ 
ance  sheet  dated  September  25,  1975, 
submitted  by  the  Dettras,  also  satisfies 
the  foregoing  requirements.  Fifth  and 
finally,  Fletcher  suggests  that  Fauquier 
County  zoning  regulations  would  not 


permit  use  of  a  trailer  as  a  studio.  Tliis 
is  adequately  refuted  by  Goldcup's  op¬ 
position.  Fletcher  does  not  indicate  how 
or  why  any  particular  section  of  the 
Fauquier  County  zoning  regulations 
w  ould  prohibit  Goldcup's  use  of  a  trailer, 
nor  does  it  bolster  its  statement  with  tlie 
opinion  of  counsel,  statement  of  a  county 
zoning  official,  or  in  any  other  manner. 
Goldcup  states  in  opposition  tliat  it  in¬ 
tends  to  use  a  trailer  "as  an  interim 
measure  during  the  initial  period  of  op¬ 
eration".  and  that  it  is  reasonable  to 
assume  that  county  zoning  authorities 
would  favorably  consider  an  application 
for  a  temporary  variance.  Absent  a 
strong  showing  by  Fletcher  that  Gold¬ 
cup's  temporary  use  of  the  trailer  would 
violate  a  specific  zoning  ordinance  and 
that  no  temporary  waiver  would  be 
granted  if  Goldcup  applied,  Fletcher  has 
not  raised  a  challenge  of  sufficient  spec¬ 
ificity  to  warrant  further  exploration  in 
hearing.  It  is  well  established  that  al¬ 
legations  of  ultimate  conclusory  facts 
or  mere  general  allegations  are  not  suf¬ 
ficient  to  require  an  evidentiary  hear¬ 
ing,  whether  the  allegations  are  con¬ 
tained  in  a  petition  to  deny  or  an  in¬ 
formal  objection.  WFBM,  Inc.,  30  RR 
2d  1366,  1367  '1974).  Since  Fletcher  has 
failed  to  raise  any  substantial  and  mate¬ 
rial  questions  of  fact  warranting  further 
exploration  in  hearing,  no  issues  with 
respect  to  its  allegations  will  be  added 
and  'its  objection  will  be  denied. 

3.  By  letter  dated  March  19.  1976,  the 
Commission  advised  Fletcher  tlrat  its  let¬ 
ter  of  credit  in  the  amount  of  $35,000 
from  United  Bank  was  unacceptable  be¬ 
cause  it  omitted  information  as  to  col¬ 
lateral.  rate  of  interest  and  terms  of  re¬ 
payment.  Tliis  information  is  required  by 
Section  III,  page  3.  paragraph  4(e)  of 
the  application  form.  In  reply,  Fletcher 
submitted  a  revised  letter  from  United 
Bank  dated  April  6,  1976.  Although  the 
second  letter  sheds  light  upon  the  col¬ 
lateral  and  rate  of  interest,  the  terms  of 
repayment  are  still  unrevealed,  except 
for  a  reference  to  the  note  “being  put 
into  force  on  a  demand  basis.”  Payable 
on  demand,  tlie  loan  effectively  has  no 
terms  of  repayment,  and  the  $35,000  may 
not  be  considered  available  to  Fletcher. 
Even  if  the  loan  were  in  proper  order, 
Fletcher  would  have  demonstrated  the 
availability  of  only  $36,000  (the  loan  plus 
$1,000  cash  on  hand  or  in  banks)  to 
meet  a  construction  and  first-year  op¬ 
eration  requirement  of '$82,792,  itemized 
as  follows; 


Down  payment  on  equipment _  $6, 210 

First-year  payments  on  equipment 

with  Interest _  7, 170 

Miscellaneous  _  4, 000 

Working  capital  (first  year) _  65,412 

Total  . 82,792 


Consequently,  a  financial  qualifications 
Issue  will  be  specified. 

4.  As  amended  May  18, 1976,  Fletcher’s 
ascertainment  of  c(Hnmunity  needs  and 
problems  fails  to  comply  with  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  Primer  on  the  Ascertainment  of 
Community  Problems  by  Broadcast  Ap¬ 
plicants.  27  FCC  4d  650  (1971),  in  several 
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respects.  By  letter  dated  March  19,  1976. 
Commission  staff  advised  Fletcher  that 
its  survey  of  community  leaders  could 
not  be  evaluated  because  of  Fletcher’s 
failure  to  identify  the  “business  leaders 
and  citizens’’  interviewed  other  than  by 
name  and  address,  and  that  Fletcher  had 
erroneously  sought  program  preferences, 
rather  than  community  problems,  from 
interviewees.  The  original  survey  also 
failed  to  indicate  who  conducted  the  in¬ 
terviews.  and  when.  Fletcher’s  response 
of  May  18  did  nothing  to  correct  these 
defects  in  the  original  survey,  but  sub¬ 
stituted  twenty-eight  additional  inter¬ 
views,  which  must  be  viewed  as  compris¬ 
ing  the  entirety  of  Fletcher’s  community 
leader  survey.  Representatives  of  several 
groups  that  comprise  the  community 
have  been  omitted,  including  leaders  of 
agriculture,  education,  the  elderly,  pro¬ 
fessionals  and  the  poor  and  unemployed. 
Also  omitted  are  leaders  of  labor,  blacks 
(20  percent  of  tlie  Fliuquier  County  popu¬ 
lation)  and  women.  As  a  result,  Fletch¬ 
er’s  ascertainment  showing  is  defective, 
in  accordance  with  Question  and  Answer 
16  of  the  Primer. 

5.  Although  requested  to  do  so  by  Com¬ 
mission  letter  of  March  19, 1976,  Fletcher 
has  failed  to  indicate  who  conducted  in- 
ter\1ews  of  the  general  i>ubllc,  and  has 
not  described  the  method  it  used  to  as¬ 
sure  that  a  random  sample  of  the  general 
public  was  contacted.  The  application 
also  contains  no  complete  listing  of  prob¬ 
lems  ascertained  in  the  general  public 
survey.  Indeed,  the  only  direct  reference 
in  the  entire  amended  application  to  a 
general  public  survey  is  the  statement 
that  “over  200  telephone  inquiries  were 
made  by  Fletcher  Broadcasting  of  the 
general  public’’  (Fbchihit  No.  6  of  the 
original  application^  Coupled  with  the 
unalleviated  confused  organization  of  the 
original  application,  this  lack  of  Infor¬ 
mation  makes  it  impossible  to  determine 
whether  Fletcher  has  satisfied  any  of  the 
Primer's  requirements  for  a  distinct  gen¬ 
eral  public  survey,  and  an  issue  will  be 
specified. 

6.  Data  submitted  by  the  applicants 
Indicate  that  there  would  be  a  significant 
difference  in  the  size  of  the  areas  and 
populations  which  would  receive  service 
from  the  proposals.  Consequently,  for 
the  purposes  of  comparison,  the  areas 
and  populations  which  would  receive  FM 
service  of  1  mV  m  or  greater  intensity, 
together  with  the  availability  of  other 
primary  aural  sen  ices  in  such  areas  will 
be  considered  under  the  standard  com¬ 
parative  issue,  for  the  purpose  of  deter¬ 
mining  whether  a  comparative  prefer¬ 
ence  should  accrue  to  either  of  the  ap¬ 
plicants. 

7.  Except  as  indicated  by  the  Issues 
specified  below,  the  applicants  are  quali¬ 
fied  to  construct  and  operate  as  pr<H)Osed. 
Because  they  are  mutually  exclusive,  they 
must  be  designated  for  hearing  in  a  c(m- 
solidated  proceeding. 

8.  Accordingly,  it  is  ordered,  ’Ihat  pur¬ 
suant  to  section  309(e)  of  the  Communi¬ 
cations  Act  of  1934,  as  amended,  the 


above-captioned  applications  are  desig¬ 
nated  for  hearing  in  a  consolidated  pro¬ 
ceeding,  at  a  time  and  place  to  be  spec¬ 
ified  in  a  subsequent  Order,  upon  the  fol¬ 
lowing  issues: 

1.  To  determine,  with  respect  to 
Fletcher: 

(a)  The  source  and  availability  of 
funds  in  excess  of  $1,000; 

(b)  VVliether,  in  light  of  the  evidence 
adduced  pursuant  to  (a)  above.  Fletcher 
is  financiall.v  qualified  to  construct  and 
oi>erate  as  proposed. 

2.  To  determine  the  efforts  made  by 
Fletcher  to  ascertain  the  community 
needs  and  problems  of  the  proposed  serv¬ 
ice  area,  in  the  following  respects: 

(a)  Whether  Fetcher’s  showing  omits 
consultations  with  leaders  of  agriculture, 
education,  the  elderly,  professionals,  the 
lx)or  and  unemployed,  labor,  women  and 
blacks,  all  significant  gi'oups  comprising 
the  community. 

(b)  Whether  Fletcher  has  conducted  a 
random  surveys  of  the  general  public  in 
compliance  with  Primer  questions  and 
answers  IKb),  12,  13(b),  14,  15,  17  and 
19. 

3.  To  determine  which  of  the  proposals 
would  better  serve  the  public  interest. 

4.  To  determine,  in  light  of  the  evi¬ 
dence  adduced  pursuant  to  the  foregoing 
issues,  which  of  the  applications  should 
be  granted. 

9.  It  is  further  ordered.  That,  to  avail 
themselves  of  the  opportunity  to  be 
heard,  the  applicants  herein,  pursuant 
to  Section  1.221(c)  of  the  Commission’s 
Rules,  in  person  or  by  attorney,  shall, 
within  20  days  of  the  mailing  of  this 
Order,  file  with  the  Commission,  in  trip¬ 
licate.  a  written  appearance  stating  an 
intention  to  appear  on  the  date  fixed  for 
the  hearing  and  present  evidence  on  the 
issues  specified  in  this  Order. 

10.  It  is  further  ordered.  That  the  ap¬ 
plicants  herein  shall,  pursuant  to  Section 
311(a)(2)  of  the  Communications  Act 
of  1934,  as  amended,  and  Section  1.594  of 


the  Commission’s  Rules,  give  notice  of 
the  hearing,  either  Individually  or,  if 
feasible  and  consistent  with  the  Rules, 
jointly,  within  the  time  and  in  the  man¬ 
ner  prescribed  in  such  Rule,  and  shall 
advise  the  Commission  of  the  publica¬ 
tion  of  such  notice  as  requii'ed  by  Section 
1.594(g)  of  the  Rules. 

11.  It  is  further  ordered.  That  the 
petition  to  deny  is  dismissed  as  proce- 
durally  defective,  and,  when  considered 
as  an  informal  objection,  is  denied. 

Federal  Communications 
Commission, 

Wallace  E.  Johnson, 

Chief,  Broadcast  Bureau. 

(FR  Doc.77-8803  Filed  3- 23-77; 8; 45  am] 

FEDERAL  ENERGY 
ADMINISTRATION 

CASES  FILED  WITH  THE  OFFICE  OF 
EXCEPTIONS  AND  APPEALS 

Week  of  March  4  Through  March  11,  1977 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  during  the 
week  of  March  4  through  March  11, 1977, 
the  appeals  and  applications  for  excep¬ 
tion  or  other  relief  listed  in  the  Appendix 
to  this  Notice  were  filed  with  the  Federal 
Energj’  Administration’s  OfiBce  of  Excep¬ 
tions  and  Appeals. 

Under  the  FEA’s  pi'ocedural  regula¬ 
tions.  10  CFR.  Part  205,  any  person  who 
will  be  aggrieved  by  the  FEA  action 
sought  in  such  cases  may  file  with  the 
FT]A  written  comments  on  the  applica¬ 
tion  within  ten  days  of  service  of  notice, 
as  pre.scribed  in  the  procedural  regula¬ 
tions.  For  purposes  of  those  regulations, 
the  date  of  service  of  notice  shall  be 
deemed  to  be  the  date  of  publication  of 
this  Notice  or  the  date  of  receipt  by  an 
aggrieved  person  of  actual  notice,  which¬ 
ever  occurs  first. 

Eric  J.  Fygi. 

Acting  General  Counsel. 

March  18,  1977. 


Afi‘i:M»ix.  T/ixt  uf  ciiftvx  rrreired  hg  the  Office  nf  F..rce)>1iuux  nnd  .ipiHfiJx,  irecl,-  of 
Mnr.  -}  tfiroiiffh  Mar.  It.  1977 


Name  ati<l  ItH  atioii  of  applicant 


Case  No. 


T.v|)c  of  sul>mi.<<sioii 


Mar.  4,  l''7T  Betty  Cardnrr.  Quincy,  111.  (If  granted:  Tlip  FE.Ws  FX.\  Ul.V 
Jan.  27,  1977,  decision  and  order  would  be  nio<lified  and 
crude  oil  produced  from  the  Bertha  t’opsey  lea.se,  .‘^tewart 
Field  located  in  Jackson  County.  Tet..  would  I*  sold  at 
upper  tier  ceilinif  prices  for  the  )>enent  of  both  the  working 
intere.st  owners  and  the  royalty  owners.) 

Po .  Eagle  Oil  Co.,  Columbus,  Ohio  (If  granted:  Eagle  Oil  Co.  FX  E  rf  (n'l 

would  receive  an  extension  of  the  exception  relief  which 
resulted  in  the  assignment  of  a  lower  priced  supplier  to 
replace  the  firm’s  l>ase  period  .supplier,  Tresler  Oil  Co.i 

Do . Little  America  Refining  Co..  Washington,  D.C.  (If  grantetl:  FEX-ObtO 

The  FEA  would  review  the  entitlements  exception  relief 
granted  to  Little  America  Refining  Co.  during  its  Pi7(> 
liscal  year  in  order  to  determine  whether  the  level  of 
exception  relief  approved  was  approtiriate.) 

Do . Standard  Oil  Co.  of  Indiana.  Chicago.  Ill.  (If  granted:  The  FE.\-1.16 

entitlement  notice  which  the  FEA  issued  on  Feb.  23. 

1977.  would  be  modified  and  Standard  Oil  Co.  of  Indiana 
would  not  be  retiuired  to  purchase  12.i.03.i  entitlements.) 

Do . Tenneco  Oil  Co.,  Ilouston,  Tex.  (If  fitted:  The  Feb.  2.  FR.A-1214 

1977,  remedial  order  issued  by  region  VI  would  l>e  re¬ 
scinded  and  Tenneco  Oil  Co.  would  not  l>e  required  to 
refund  alleged  overcharges  in  its  motor  ga-soline  sales.) 

Mar.  7,1977  B.  W.  Whittington,  Corpus  Christi.  Tex.  (If  granted:  FEF,-3'.i(r 
Crue  oil  produced  and  sold  from  the  State  tract  ISO  lea.se. 

Bird  Island  Field.  Kleberg  County,  Tex.,  would  retro¬ 
active]  j  be  classiti^  as  “nea'”  oil  for  the  purpotw  of  deter¬ 
mining  the  alloa'able  ceiling  price  which  was  applicable 
to  that  cnide  oil.) 


.\|i|)cal  of  FEA’s  de¬ 
cision  and  order  in 
R.  11.  Engelke. 5  FEA 

imr .  (Jan.  27, 

l''77>. 

f:\tension  of  relief 
gianted  in  Eagle  Oil 

Co.,  4  FEA  par . 

(Dec.  l.V  1976). 

Review  of  entitlements 
exception  relief  (su|>- 
plemental  order). 


Appeal  of  the  entitle¬ 
ment  notice  issne«l 
Feb.  23.  1977. 

Appeal  of  the  FEA 
region  Vi’s  remedial 
order  dated  Feb.  2, 
1977. 

Price  except  ion  (sec. 
212.73). 
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Naii:e  ai.d  Icxativii  of  applicant 


Cmc  Ko.  Type  of  submisiian 


Pc . Comnimcr!- Union  of  United  Slate*,  Inc.,  Washington,  D.C.  FEX-0129 

(If grained:  Pursuant  totlie  FEA’g  Feb.  18,  vni,  decision 
and  order  Corstiniers  Union  of  United  State*,  Inc., 
would  be  iM-nnitted  to  re'-eive  linanrial  assistance  tor  its 
intervention  in  earlain  ea.s«-s  relating  U>  the  passthrough 
of  nonproduct  co.<(  s. ) 

Pio . Cotton  Petroleum  Corp.,  Denver,  Colo.  (If  granted:  The  FMR-0068 

FEA’s  Feb.  4. 1077,  diH-ision  and  order  would  be  nKidihed  FES-0068 
to  increa.'i'  the  fjtiaiitit  j  of  crude  oil  wltich  could  be  sold 
at  upiKT  tier  ceiling  prices.) 


Po .  (treat  Wc.stern  Drilling  Co.,  Midland.  Tex.  (If  granted:  FEE-3iilO 

(treat  Western  Drilling  Cc.  would  be  permitted  to  in-  FEE-3K1 
crease  its  prices  to  reflect  nonproduet  cost  increases  in  ex- 
ec.-cs  of  .<0.00.5, gal  for  nattiral  gas  liquid  products  produced 
at  its  Prentice  and  W'c.st  Seminole  gas  plants.) 

Do .  (irier  Oil  Co..  Alrerdeen,  Md.  (If  granted:  The  remedial  FRA-1218 

order  issued  liy  region  III  on  Feb.  18,  1977,  would  be  FST-0035 
rescinded  and  (trier  Oil  Co.  would  not  be  required  to  re¬ 
fund  alleged  ovcreliarges  made  on  sales  of  No.  2  heating 
oil.) 

Do . Mountain  Fuel  Supply  Co.,  Salt  Lake  City,  Utah  (If  FEE-3y(l6 

granted:  Mountain  Fuel  Supply  Co.  would  receive  an 
exception  from  10  CFR  211.10(gj  as  it  pertains  to  sales  of 
surplus  product.) 

Do . Mountain  Fuel  Supply  Co.,  Salt  Lake  City,  Utah  (If  FEE-3909 

graiUed:  Mountain  Fuel  Supply  Co.,  would  receive  an  ex- 
(teption  from  10  CF  R  212.164(a)  which  would  permit  it  to 
sell  natural  gas  liqui<ls  recovered  at  the  Biady  plant  at 
prices  speci&d  in  10  CFR  212.164(e).) 

Do . .  Smith,  Burl  C.,  Portage,  Ohio  (11  granted;  The  reme-  FRA-1217 

dial  order  issued  by  region  V  would  be  rescinded  and 
Mr.  Burl  C.  Smith  would  not  be  required  to  refund 
alleged  overchaiges.) 

Do . Tenneco  Oil  Co.,  Houston,  Tex.  (If  granted;  The  FEA’s  FMR-OOST 

Feb.  28,  1977,  decision  and  order  would  be  modified  and 
Tenneco  Oil  Co.  would  not  be  required  to  establish  an 
escrow  account  pending  a  final  deteruiiitaiion  on  its 
appeal.) 

Mar.  8,1977  Guam  Oil  &  Refining  Co.,  Inc.,  Washington,  D.C.  (If  FMR-0086 
granted;  FEA’s  Mar.  4,  1977,  decision  and  order  would 
be  rescinded  and  Guam  Oil  &  Refining  Co.  would  not 
be  required  to  file  FE A  Form  P102-M-1.) 

Do . Litchfield  Oil  Co.,  Dracut,  Mass.  GI  granted:  The  FEA’s  FMR-0090 

Jan.  25, 1977,  decision  and  order  would  be  rescinded  and  FE8-0090 
Litchfield  Oil  Co.  would  not  be  required  to  refund  alleged 
overcharges  in  its  motor  gasoUue  sales  pending  an  inter¬ 
pretation  of  the  term  “traasaction.”) 

Dol . Sklar  &  Phillips  Oil  Co.,  Shreveport.  La.  (If  granted:  FRS-1181 

Sklar  &  PhiUips  Oil  Co.  would  receive  a  stay  of  the 
requirements  of  the  remedial  order  issued  by  region  V 
on  Dec.  17,  1976  pending  a  final  determination  on  its 
appeal.) 

Do - Special  Jet  Services,  Inc.,  West  Miflln,  Pa.  (If  ^nted  FEE-3922 

Special  Jet  Services,  Inc.,  would  be  p«mitted  to  increase 
its  price  for  aviation  fuel  above  the  maximum  level 
spe(tilied  in  the  mandatory  petrolettm  price  regulations.) 

Do . Sun  Gas  Co.,  Dallas,  Tex.  (If  gmted;  Sun  Gas  Co.  would  FXE-3887 

receive  an  exteusiou  of  the  rdief  granted  in  FEA’s  Jan.  3, 

1977,  decksion  and  order  which  would  permit  the  firm  to 
increase  prices  to  reflect  nonproduet  cost  increases  in 
excess  of  $0.0a5/gal  for  natural  gas  liquid  products  pro¬ 
duced  at  its  Wakita  gas  plant.) 

Do . Sun  Gas  Co.,  Dallas,  'Tex.  (If  granted:  .Sun  Oil  Co.  would  FXE-3911— 

receive  an  extension  of  the  relief  granted  in  FEA’s  deci-  FXE-3920 
sions  and  orders  which  wonld  permit  the  firm  to  iiU'rease 
its  prices  to  reflect  nonproduet  cost  increa.ses  in  excess  of 
}0.(i0.'</gal  for  natural  gas  liquid  products  produced  at  its 
Cowden,  Dragon.  Trail.  Fordoi-he.  Jameson,  Leveland, 

J'ledger,  Slaughter,  Spiver,  Steedma:),  and  Van  gas 
plants.) 

Do . Zenith  Oil  Co.,  Minneapolis,  Minn.  (If  granted;  Zenith  FRS-(X)73 

would  receive  a  slay  of  the  requirements  of  the  remedial 
order  and  would  not  be  re<iuired  to  refund  alleged  over¬ 
charges  in  its  fuel  oil  sales.) 

Mar.  9,19.,  Columbia  LNG  Corp..  Wilmington.  Del.  (If  granted;  The  FEX-0131 
stay  relief  granted  to  Columbia  in  the  FEA's  Jan.  31, 

1977,  decision  and  order  would  be  vacated  on  tlte  basis 
that  the  relief  is  no  longer  necessary.) 

Do . Estate  of  George  Parker,  Lafayette,  La.  (If  panted;  Crude  FEE-392o 

oil  prodU(.'ed  from  the  Morgan  I’laniation  No.  1  well 
(  located  iii  Jefferson  Davis  Parish,  La.,  would  be  5(.ld  at 
upper  tier  ceiling  prices.) 

Do . Martin  Oil  Service.  Ine..  Blue  Island,  111.  <If  granted:  The  FPI-OllO 

FEA’s  Feb.  4, 1977,  decision  and  order  would  be  rescinded 
and  Martin  Oil  Service.  Ine..  wtMild  receive  a  fee-exempt 
import  li<^use  for  tlie  im  iron  at  ion  of  finished  products 
into  di.stricts  1-lV.) 

Do . Patton,  Boggs,  &  Blow,  Washington,  D.C.  (If  granted;  The  FFA-1219 

FEA's  Feb.  4. 1977,  information  re<iue.st  denial  would  tie 
rescinded  and  Pation,  Hoggs,  &  Blow  would  re'eive 
access  to  certain  doi'unients  with  rclaikm  to  the  Sept.  1, 

1976.  FEDEt.tl  Keci.stek  notice  directed  to  any  ror|)ora- 
tion  that  con.suni(9l  1  trillion  .Btu's  or  more  of  energy 
within  flic  United  Static.) 

Do . Wilmar  Oil.  Ine.,  Oklalionia  City.  Okta,  (Ifgranted:  Crude  FEE-3923 

oil  produced  from  the  No.  1  Pine  well  locaK^l  in  Jefferson 
Davis  Parish,  La.,  would  l>e  sold  at  u|>per  tier  ceiling 
Ijriees.) 

Do . Wibnar  Oil,  Ine..  Oklahoma  (  iiy,  Okla.  (If  granted:  Crude  FEE-3924 

oil  produced  from  the  No.  1  Frost  Heights  well  located  in 
—  oklalioma  Coiiiny,  ok’a.,  uotfid  lie  sold  at  up|ier  ti(*r 
ceiling  I'l  Ices.) 


Supplemental  to  FEA’t 
decision  and  order  in 
Consumers  Vni(m  of 
United  States,  Ine..  5 

FEA  par . (Feb. 

18, 1977). 

Modificat  ion  of  the  relief 
mnted  in  Cotton 
Petrolettm  Corp.,  5 

FEA  par . (Feb. 

2.  1977).  Stay  re¬ 

quested. 

Price  exception  (sec. 
212.165). 


Appeal  of  the  FEA 
region  IV’s  remedial 
order  dated  Feb.  18. 
1977.  Temporary  stay. 

AIl(Kat  ion  except  ion  (sec. 

211.10(g)). 


Price  exception  (sec. 
212.164). 


Appeal  of  a  remedial 
order  issued  by  region 


Modification  of  the 
FEA’s  decision  and 
order  in  Teuneoo  Oil 

Co.,  5  FEA  par. _ 

(Fob.  28, 1977). 

Modification  of  the  deci¬ 
sion  and  order  in 
Guam  Oil  &  Refining 

5  FEA  par . 

(Mar.  4, 1977). 

Modification  of  FEA’s 
decision  and  order  in 
Litchfield  Oil  Co., 

5  FEA  par.  _ 

(Jan.  25,  1977).  Slay 
request. 

Stay  reciuest  of  tbe 
remedial  order  issued 
by  region  V  on  Dec.  17, 
1976. 

Price  exception  (sec. 
212.93(b)). 


Extension  of  relief 
granted  in  Sun  Oil  Co., 

5  FEA  par . 

(Jan.  3,  1977). 


Extension  of  relief 
granted  in  Sim  Oil  Co., 
4  FEA  par.  83,136 
(Sept.  29,  1976);  and 
Sun  OU  Co..  4  FEA 
par.  83,146  (Oct.  29, 
1970. 


Stay  of  remedial  order 
issued  by  region  V  on 
Oct.  28,  1976. 


Supplemental  order  in 
Coliuubia  LN G  Corp., 

5  FEA  par . 

(Jan.  31, 1977). 

Price  exception  (.sec. 
212.73). 


Appeal  of  FEA's  decision 
and  order  in  Martin 
Oil  Service,  Ine..  5 

FEA  par . (Feb. 

4,  1977). 

Appeal  of  tbe  FEA's 
information  request 
denial. 


Priw  exception  (sec. 
212.73). 


Do. 
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NuBf  and  locMioo  af  api'licMii 


liar.  10, 1*77  Origsby,  Jack,  doing  baainiws  as  Ongsby  Oil  A  Gas,  FET-OOag 
Bbrwcport,  L4.  (li  granted;  Jack  W.  Grigsby,  doing 
huaineaBuOrifsl^CMld  Gas,  vouldncciTaataMverary 
nay  at  Um  miiiiiTmnnti  af  tba  FKA's  Mar.  8,  lt77,  dr- 
ciaion  and  ordw  pending  a  detanniiiatior.  of  iuapplicatica 
lor  a  8tM  p^lng  )odi^  reriew.) 

Do  .  ..  Phillips  Petroleum  Co..  BartkaTtUe.  OVIa.  (IT  grarled:  FEu-Otua 
Tha  FKA’s  Dae.  8.  l»7fl,  special  report  order  vould  be  FES-OIC* 
rescinded  and  I’hilllns  Petnileum  Co.  would  not  be 
reqtilred  to  file  certain  information  with  respect  to  its 
May  1973  purchasM  of  pel  rokaun  products.) 

Do . Texaeo,  Inc.,  Los  Angeles,  Calif.  (If  granted.  Tlw  assign-  FEA-IJ.'O 

ment  order  issued  by  region  IX  on  Feb.  8,  1977,  would 
be  resi'inded  and  Texaco,  Inc.,  woukl  not  be  required  to 
supply  Ashland  Oil  Co.  of  Coliiorina  with  motor  gaso¬ 
line.) 

Mar.  11,1977  Cabot  Corp.,  Pampa.  Tex.  (If  granted:  The  Cabot  Corp.  FEE  as.*— 
would  lie  iieraiilted  to  increia.se  iu  prie»-s  to  reflect  non*  FEE-3’.‘30 
product  cost  increases  in  excess  of  |0.00.'<  gal  for  natural 
gas  liquid  produois  produced  at  the  following  natural  gas 
plants:  Beaver,  Estes,  North  Teireboiie,  I’rsiiiice,  and 
Walton.) 

Do .  Guam  Oil  A  Befluii^t  Co..  Inc..  Dallas  Tex.  (If  grant,  d;  EIA-lCi; 

The  FEA’s  Feb.  11,  1977,  Interpretation  w«uid  be  re¬ 
scinded  and  certain  crude  oil  feedstocks  purchased  by 
OORCO  would  be  classified  as  "crude  oiP  for  puriaises 
of  calculating  the  firm's  cnide  oil  runs  to  stills  us^  lu 
determining  entitlement  obligations.) 


Typa  of  submission 

Tempsiwry  stiff  of  rs- 
qnuenifDts  ni  Jack 
Origsby,  doiag  bow- 
Bsss  as  Orisgby  Oil  A 

Gas,  6  FEA  par _ 

(Mar.  8,  007)7 

Spseinl  redress.  Stay 
request. 


Apt’cal  ®f  FE.A's  as^^gn- 
meiit  oriler. 


Price  exe'epliun  vsec. 
.’IJ.Hi'i). 


Appeal  of  tbe  KE.A  in- 
lerpretatioii  dated 
Feb.  II,  1977. 


[FR  Doc.77-8641  Filed  3-18-77,3  ;36  pEa] 


FEDERAL  MARITIME  COMMISSION 
NEW  YORK  FREIGHT  BUREAU 
Agreement  Filed 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  fol¬ 
lowing  agreement  has  been  filed  witli 
the  Commission  for  approval  pursuant 
to  section  15  of  the  Shipping  Act.  1916, 
as  amended  (39  Stat.  733,  75  Stat.  763, 
46  U.S.C,  814) , 

Interested  parties  ma>'  inspect  and 
obtain  a  copy  of  the  agreement  at  the 
Washington  office  of  the  Federal  Mari¬ 
time  Commission.  1100  L  Street  NW.. 
Room  10126.  or  may  inspect  the  agree¬ 
ment  at  the  Field  Offices  located  at  New 
York,  N.Y.,  New  Orleans,  La.,  San  Juan, 
Puerto  Rico  and  San  ITancisco,  Cali¬ 
fornia.  Comments  on  such  agreements. 
Including  requests  for  hearing,  may  be 
submitted  to  the  Secretary.  Federal 
Maritime  Commission,  Washington. 
D.C.,  20573,  on  or  before  April  4,  1977. 
Any  person  desiring  a  hearing  on  tlie 
proposed  agreement  shall  provide  a  clear 
and  concise  statement  of  the  matters 
upon  which  they  desire  to  adduce  evi¬ 
dence.  An  allegation  of  discrimination 
or  unfairness  shall  be  accompanied  by 
a  statement  describing  the  discrimina¬ 
tion  or  unfairness  with  particularity.  If 
a  violation  of  the  Act  or  detriment  to 
the  commerce  of  tlie  United  States  is 
alleged,  the  statement  shall  set  forth 
with  particularity  the  acts  and  circum¬ 
stances  said  to  constitute  such  violation 
or  detriment  to  commerce. 

A  copy  of  any  such  statement  should 
also  be  forwarded  to  the  party  filing  the 
agreement  (as  indicated  hereinafter) 
and  the  statement  should  Indicate  that 
this  has  been  done. 

Notice  of  Agreement  filed  by : 

Charles  F.  Warren,  Esq.,  1100  'Connecticut 

Avenue  NW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20036. 

Agreement  No.  5700-26  would 'extend 
the  presently  approved  Intermodal  au¬ 
thority  of  the  New  York  Freight  Bu¬ 


reau.  as  set  forth  to  Article  6  of  the  con¬ 
ference  agreement,  for  an  unlimited 
period  beyond  the  preswit  expiration 
date  of  April  21,  1977.  Additkmsdly.  the 
conference  is  amending  Article  6  to  re¬ 
move  the  requirement  that  its  supersed¬ 
ing  intermodal  tariff  shall  have  rates, 
t^rms  and  conditions  of  carriage  com¬ 
parable  to  those  of  its  member  lines’  in- 
termodal  tariffs. 

By  Order  of  the  Federal  Maritime 
Commission. 

Dated:  March  21. 1977. 

Joseph  C.  Polking, 
Actinfi  Secretary. 

|FR  Doc.77-8831  Filed  3-23-77;8:45  am) 


OFHCIAL  VISITOR'S  BUILDING  PASSES 
Availability 

The  Federal  Maritime  Commission 
will  provide  a  courtesy  card  to  those  pri¬ 
vate  sector  employees  who  regularly  need 
to  enter  FMC  offices  several  times 
monthly  on  official  business.  To  obtain 
the  special  Visitor's  Building  Pass,  pri¬ 
vate  sector  officials  should  contact  the 
Bureau  or  Office  Chief  with  whom  they 
regularly  meet.  That  official  will  then 
request  the  Director  of  Personnel  to  pre¬ 
pare  a  photographic  building  pass  at  no 
<70st  to  the  private  sector  official.  The  of¬ 
ficial's  name  and  corporate  affiliation 
will  appear  on  the  face  of  the  card  along 
'with  the  ofiicial’s  photograph  and  the 
expiration  date  of  the  pass.  The  pass 
will  be  valid  for  one  calendar  year  from 
the  date  of  issuance.  Passes  will  be  pre¬ 
pared  by"  appointment  only  between  the 
hours  of  1  p.m.  and  4  pjn.  on  Tuesdays 
and  9  a.m.  and  12  noon  on  Thursdays  in 
the  Personnel  Office.  Room  11213,  1100 
L  Street  NW-  Washington.  D.C.  Special 
arrangements  will  be  established  to  ac¬ 
commodate  private  sector  officials  who 
must  frequently  visit  FMC  District  Of¬ 
fices.  Use  of  the  Visitor’s  Building  Pass 
will  help  to  facilitate  access  to  agency 


during  normal  business  hours 
while  maintaining  necessary  building  se¬ 
curity  procedures. 

Francis  C.  Hurney, 
Acting  Managing  Director. 

IFR  Doc  77-8832  Filed  3-23-77,8:45  am] 


PORT  EVERGLADES  AUTHORITY  AND 
SEATRAIN  LINES.  INC. 

Agreement  Filed 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  follow¬ 
ing  agreement  has  been  filed  with  the 
Commission  for  approval  pursuant  to 
section  15  of  the  Shipping  Act.  1916,  as 
amended  «39  Stat.  733.  75  Stat.  763,  46 
U  S.C.  814). 

Interested  parties  may  inspect  and  ob¬ 
tain  a  copy  of  the  agreement  at  the 
Washington  office  of  the  Federal  Mari¬ 
time  CommlssiiHi.  1100  L  Street,  N.W.. 
Room  10126;  or  may  Inspect  the  agree¬ 
ment  at  the  Field  Offices  located  at  New 
York,  N.Y.,  New  Orleans.  Louisiana.  San 
Francisco,  California,  and  Old  San 
Juan,  Puerto  Rico.  Comments  on  such 
agreements,  including  requests  for  hear¬ 
ing.  may  be  submitted  to  the  Secretary’, 
Federal  Maritime  Commission,  Wash¬ 
ington.  D.C.  20573,  on  or  before  April 
13,  1977.  Any  person  desiring  a  hearing 
on  the  proposed  agreement  shall  provide 
a  clear  and  concise  'statement  of  the 
matters  upon  which  they  desire  to  adduce 
evidence.  An  allegation  of  discrimina¬ 
tion  or  unfairness  shall  be  accompanied 
by  a  statement  describing  the  discrimi¬ 
nation  or  unfairness  with  pax'Ucularity. 
If  a  violation  of  the  Act  or  detriment  to 
the  axnmerce  of  tbe  United  States  is 
alleged,  the  statement  shall  set  forth 
with  particularity  the  acts  and  circum¬ 
stances  said  to  constitute  such  viola¬ 
tion  or  detriment  to  commerce. 

A  copy  of  any  such  statement  should 
also  be  forwarded  to  the  party  filing  the 
agreement  (as  indicated  hereinafter) 
and  the  statement  should  indicate  that 
this  has  been  done. 

Notice  of  Agreement  filed  by: 

Wllllaiii  C.  Blood.  Manager,  Port  Everglades 

Authority.  PO.  Box  13136.  Port  Everglades. 

Florida  33316. 

Agreement  No.  T-3438.  between  Port 
Everglades  Auth<M-ity  (Authority)  and 
Seatrain  Lines.  Inc.  'Seatrain),  pro¬ 
vides  for  the  one- year  lease  of  one  acre 
of  land  to  be  used  In  connection  with  the 
handling  of  containers.  As  compensation. 
Seatrain  will  pay  $558.62  per  month,  as 
land  rent,  plus  aiHJlicable  taxes,  utility 
charges  and  tariff  charges.  TTiirty  daj’s 
after  Authority  has  received  (Ximbined 
revenues  of  $11,762.06  (based  on  $4,500 
for  revenues  frwn  dockage  and  wharfage 
plus  the  annual  land  rent  and  one 
month’s  rent)  and  for  each  succeeding 
month,  Authority  will  refimd  to  Seatrain 
that  month's  land  renL  In  the  event  com¬ 
bined  revenues  exceed  $17,906.88,  Au¬ 
thority  will  refund  all  land  rent  paid 
during  the  lease  year  not  previously  re¬ 
funded.  Seatrain  has  the  option  to  lease 
additional  land  adjoining  the  aboire 
rwemlses. 
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By  order  of  the  Federal  Maritime 
Commission. 

Eteted:  March  21, 1977. 

Joseph  C.  Polking, 

,  Acting  Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.77-8830  Filed  3-23-77;8:46  am] 

FEDERAL  POWER  COMMISSION 

[Docket  No.  ES77-22] 

IOWA  SOUTHERN  UTILITIES  CO. 
Application 

March  17,  1977, 

Take  notice  that  on  March  7,  1977, 
Iowa  Southern  Utilities  Company  (Ap¬ 
plicant)  filed  an  application  for  an  order 
pursuant  to  Section  204  of  the  Federal 
Power  Act  authorizing  the  Issuance  of 
Common  Stock  of  the  Cmnpany  pursuant 
to  an  Employee  Stock  Ownership  Plan 
(ESOP  Plan)  within  the  meaning  of  Sec¬ 
tion  301  of  the  Tax  Reduction  Act  of  1975 
for  as  long  as  the  ESOP  Plan  so  qualifies. 

Applicant  is  incorporated  under  the 
laws  of  the  State  of  Delaware  with  Its 
principal  business  office  at  Centerville, 
Iowa  and  is  engaged  in  the  electric  util¬ 
ity  business  in  24  counties  in  Iowa. 

The  Common  Stock  will  be  Issued  to 
a  trust  for  the  benefit  of  the  Company’s 
employees  qualifying  for  the  plan. 

The  proceeds  from  the  issuance  of  the 
Common  Stock  will  be  used  to  reduce  the 
amount  of  income  tax  payable  for  1976, 
and  subsequent  years,  by  the  Company. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
make  any  protest  with  reference  to  the 
application  should  on  or  b^ore  March 
31,  1977,  file  with  the  Federal  Power 
Commission,  Washington,  D.C.  20426, 
petitions  or  protests  in  accordance  with 
the  Commission’s  Rules  of  Practice  and 
Procedure  (18  CFR  1.8  or  1.10).  The  ap¬ 
plication  is  on  file  with  the  Cmnmlssion 
and  is  available  for  public  inspection. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.77-8797  Filed  3-23-77; 8; 45  am] 


NEW  JERSEY  NATURAL  GAS  CO. 

Order  Authorizing  the  Importation  of 
Liquefied  Natural  Gas 

March  17,  1977. 

On  February  28, 1977,  New  Jersey  Nat¬ 
ural  Gas  Company  (Applicant)  filed  in 
Docket  No.  CP77-265  an  application  pur¬ 
suant  to  Section  3  of  the  Natural  Gas 
Act  for  authorization  to  import  liquefied 
natural  gas  (LNG)  fr<Hn  Canada  to  the 
United  States  purchased  from  Gaz  Met- 
ropolitain,  Inc.  (Gaz  Metro)  ,of  Montreal, 
P.Q.,  Canada,  all  as  more  fully  set  forth 
in  the  application. 

Applicant  proposes  to  import  LNG, 
equivalent  to  approximately  150,000 
Mcf  of  vaporous  natural  gas,  which  is 
to  be  purchased  from  Gaz  Metro  for  a 
price  of  $3.25  per  Mcf.  The  LNG  will  be 
sold  F.O.B.  Gaz  Metro’s  liquefaction 
facilities  in  Montreal,  and  Applicant  will 
contract  with  Gas,  Incorporated  (Gas, 
Inc.),  a  motor  ccxnmon  carrier  affiliate 
of  Lowell  Gas  Company,  to  transport  the 


LNG  from  Montreal  to  Applicant’s  ex¬ 
isting  LNG  storage  facilities  in  Howell 
Township  and  Manahawkin,  New  Jersey. 
’The  LNG  will  be  carried  by  Gas,  Inc.’s 
existing  fleet  of  cryog^c,  semi-trailer 
tanker  trucks  for  which  Applicant  states 
that  it  has  agreed  to  pay  Gas,  Inc.,  $1.20 
per  Mcf.  Deliveries  will  be  made  at  the 
rate  of  75,000  Mcf  equivalent  per  month 
during  March  and  April  1977. 

On  March  4,  1977,  The  National  En¬ 
ergy  Board  of  Canada  (NEB)  Issued  an 
export  license  to  Gaz  Metro  authorizing 
the  exportation  of  such  gas  to  Applicant 
commencing  on  March  5,  1977.  Gas 
Metro  is  authorized  to  export  such  gas 
at  a  price  of  $3.0893  per  miUiCMi  Btu’s, 
which  price  AiH>llcant  states  is  equivalent 
to  the  sale  price  of  $3.25  per  Mcf  because 
of  the  high  Btu  value  of  the  subject 
LNG. 

No  contract  for  the  transportation  of 
such  gas  by  Gas,  Inc.,  was  submitted  with 
the  application.  The  authorization  herein 
granted  will  be  conditioned  upon  the  fil¬ 
ing  of  such  contract  as  required  by 
§  153.8  of  the  Commission’s  Regulations 
(18  CFR  153.8). 

Applicant  requires  the  supplemental 
supp^  of  gas  because  unprecedented  cold 
weather  experienced  recently  In  Appli¬ 
cant’s  operating  area  has  resulted  in 
continuous  curtailments  by  Applicant’s 
pipeline  suppliers  and  a  severely  critical 
shortage  in  gas  supply  available.  On  Jan¬ 
uary  27  and  January  29, 1977,  New  Jersey 
Governw  Brendan  T.  Byrne  issued  emer¬ 
gency  proclamations  declaring  a  state  of 
emergency  as  a  result  of  severe  weather 
conditions  and  shortage  of  fuel  supplies 
and  establishing  extraordinary  measures 
necessary  to  conserve  existing  supplies 
for  the  protection  of  the  public.  As  a 
result  of  recent  supply  emergencies  aris¬ 
ing  out  of  the  imcommonly  cold  winter 
season,  the  LNG  storage  facilities  owned 
by  Appplicant  have  been  drawn  down  to 
extremely  low  levels  which  render  ques¬ 
tionable  Applicant’s  ability  to  provide  re¬ 
liable  service  to  its  Priority  1  customers 
for  the  remainer  of  the  winter.  Since 
Applicant  has  no  means  of  having  gas 
liquefied  for  return  of  product  to  its  LNG 
tanks,  Gaz  Metro  represents  the  only 
known  source  from  which  it  can  acquire 
temporary  emergency  relief  volumes  of 
LNG. 

On  March  4,  1977,  the  Commission  is¬ 
sued  a  notice  of  the  foregoing  applica¬ 
tion.  No  protests  to  the  granting  of  the 
application,  petitions  to  intervene  or  no- 
»tices  of  intervention  have  been  filed. 

The  Commission  finds:  The  importa¬ 
tion  of  liquefied  natural  gas  by  New  Jer¬ 
sey  Natural  Gas  Company  from  Canada 
to  the  United  States  as  hereinabove  de¬ 
scribed  and  as  set  forth  in  the  applica¬ 
tion  in  this  proceeding  will  not  be  incon¬ 
sistent  with  the  public  interest  within 
the  meaning  of  Section  3  of  the  Natural 
Gas  Act,  provided  that  said  importa¬ 
tion  be  on  the  terms  and  conditions  here¬ 
inafter  set  forth. 

The  Commission  orders:  (A)  New  Jer¬ 
sey  Natural  Gas  Company  is  authorized 
to  import  LNG  from  Canada  to  the 
United  States  in  volumes,  equivalent  to 
approximately  150,000  Mcf  of  vaporous 


natural  gas,  purchased  from  Gaz  Metro- 
politain,  Inc.,  in  March  and  April  1977, 
as  hereinbefore  described  and  as  more 
fully  described  in  the  application,  uF>on 
the  conditicms  herein  set  forth  and  sub¬ 
ject  to  the  provisions  of  the  Natural  Gas 
Act  and  Commission’s  Regulations  issued 
thereunder, 

(B)  The  LNG  imported  under  the  sub¬ 
ject  arrangement  shall  not  be  used  to 
displace  alternate  fuel  capability  or 
cause  other  gas  to  displace  alternate  fuel 
capability. 

(C)  New  Jersey  Natural  Gas  Company 
shall  file  within  10  days  after  the  initial 
importation  of  LNG  a  copy  of  its  con¬ 
tract  with  Gas,  Inc.,  to  effectuate  the 
transportation  of  such  LNG. 

By  the  Commission. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

[PR  Doc.77-8792  Plied  3-23-77; 8:45  am] 


[Docket  No.  ER77-48I 

MAINE  PUBLIC  SERVICE  CO. 

Electric  Rates;  Order  Granting  Late 
Intervention 

March  17,  1977. 

On  December  9,  1976,  we  issued  our 
“Order  Accepting  For  Piling,  Suspend¬ 
ing  PrcKKised  Tariff  Sheets  and  Granting 
Intervention”,  in  the  above-captioned 
docket.  On  February  25,  1977,  the  East¬ 
ern  Main  Electric  Cooperative  and  the 
Houlton  Water  Company  (hereinafter 
refered  to  as  “Petitioners”)  filed  an  un¬ 
timely  Protest  and  Petition  to  Inter¬ 
vene  in  the  Instant  proceeding.  The  Pe- 
titlcmers  are  wholesale  customers  of 
Maine  Public  Service  Company,  For  the 
reasons  set  forth  hereinafter,  the  Com¬ 
mission  will  grant  the  Petition  to  Inter¬ 
vene. 

The  Petitioners  assert  that  as  whole¬ 
sale  customers  of  Maine  Public  Service 
Company,  they  are  directly  and  ad¬ 
versely  affected  by  the  proposed  change 
in  rates.  In  addition,  the  Petitioners  aver 
that  since  the  Van  Buren  Light  &  Power 
District,  the  third  member  of  the  whole¬ 
sale  class  affected  by  the  proposed  rate 
increase,  is  already  a  iiarty  to  this  pro¬ 
ceeding,  intervention  by  Petitioners  will 
not  result  in  the  development  of  new  is¬ 
sues  which  would  not  otherw'ise  be 
raised. 

As  wholesale  customers  of  Maine  Pub¬ 
lic.  Service  Company,  the  Petitioners 
stale  that  they  are  concerned  about  the 
increase  in  rates  proposed  by  the  Com- 
F>any  because  of  various  elements  in  the 
Company’s  cost-of -service  which  are  not 
derived  in  accordance  with  FPC  prece¬ 
dent,  or  are  not  just  and  reasonable.  In 
addition,  the  Petitioners  assert  that  the 
proposed  rates  are  excessive. 

In  light  of  the  foregoing,  the  Commis¬ 
sion  concludes  that  the  Petitioners 
should  be  permitted  to  intervene  in  this 
proceeding. 

The  'Commission  finds:  Participation 
in  this  proceeding  by  the  Petitioners  is  in 
the  public  interest* 

The  (Commission  orders:  (A)  The  Pe¬ 
titioners  are  hereby  permitted  to  inter- 
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vene  in  this  proceeding  subject  to  the 
rules  and  regulations  of  the  Commis¬ 
sion;  vrovided,  however.  That  participa¬ 
tion  of  these  Petitioners  shall  be  limited 
to  matters  affecting  asserted  rights  and 
Interests  as  specifically  set  forth  in  their 
petition  to  intervene:  and  provided, 
further.  That  the  admission  of  these 
Petitioners  shall  not  be  construed  as  rec¬ 
ognition  by  the  Commission  that  they 
might  be  aggrieved  because  of  any  order 
or  orders  of  the  Commission  entered  in 
this  proceeding. 

<B)  The  intervention  granted  herein 
shall  not  be  the  basis  for  delaying  or  de¬ 
ferring  any  procedural  schedules  hereto¬ 
fore  established  for  the  orderly  and  ex¬ 
peditious  dispo6iti(m  of  this  proceeding. 

(C)  The  S^retary  shall  cause  prMnpt 
publication  of  this  order  to  be  made  in 
the  Federal  Register. 

By  the  Commission. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary. 

IFR  Doc.77-8703  Plied  3-23-77;8:45  am) 


1  Docket  No.  ER77-232] 

SOUTHERN  CALIFORNIA  EDISON  CO. 

Filing  of  Initial  Rate  Schedule 

March  15,  1977. 

Take  notice  that  on  March  8,  1977, 
Southern  California  Edison  Company 
(Edison)  tendered  for  filing  a  March  7, 
1977  Agreement  with  Pacific  Gas  &  Elec¬ 
tric  Company  (Pacific)  providing  for  the 
transmission  by  Edison  on  an  interrupt¬ 
ible  basis  of  power  purchased  by  Pacific 
from  Nevada  Power  Company,  also  on 
an  Interruptible  basis.  Edison  Indicates 
that  it  intends  to  charge  Pacific  for 
transmission,  dispatching,  scheduling 
services,  and  for  losses  In  delivery  of 
such  energy  between  Eldorado  and  Mid¬ 
way  Substations. 

Edison  states  that  Pacific  requests 
that  service  be  initiated  as  soon  as  pos¬ 
sible  imder  this  Agreement  to  assist  dur¬ 
ing  the  present  drought  situation  in 
northern  California,  and  for  that  reason 
Edison  requests  that  the  notice  provl- 
skms  of  ^e  Commission’s  regulations 
be  waived  and  the  filing  be  permitted  to 
become  effective  at  the  time  of  accept¬ 
ance  for  filing,  but  in  no  event  later 
than  30  days  thereafter. 

C(H>ies  qf  this  filing  were  served  upon 
Pacific  and  the  Public  Utilities  Commis¬ 
sion  of  the  State  of  California. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
protest  this  application  should  file  a  pe¬ 
tition  to  intervene  or  protest  with  the 
Federal  Power  Commission,  825  North 
Capitol  Street,  NE.,  Washington,  D.C.. 
20426,  in  accordance  with  Sections  1.8 
and  1.10  of  the  Commission's  Rules  of 
Practice  and  Procedure  (18  CFR  1.8, 
1.10).  All  such  petitions  or  protests 
should  be  filed  on  or  before  March  31, 
1977.  Protests  will  be  considered  by  the 
Commission  in  determining  the  appro¬ 
priate  action  to  be  taken,  but  will  not 
serve  to  make  protestants  parties  to  the 
proceeding.  Any  person  wishing  to  be¬ 
come  a  party  must  file  a  petition  to  In¬ 
tervene.  Copies  of  this  application  are 


on  file  with  the  CommissicNi  and  are 
available  for  public  inspection. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb. 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc  77-8795  Filed  3-23-77:8:45  am] 


IDocket  No.  CPTfl  118) 

U-T  OFFSHORE  SYSTEM 
Extension  of  Time 

March  15.  1977. 

On  March  4.  1977,  U-T  Offshore  Sys¬ 
tem  filed  a  motion  requesting  an  exten¬ 
sion  of  time  for  filing  schedules  and 
cost-of-servlce  studies  pursuant  to  Or¬ 
dering  Paragraph  (B)  of  Commission 
Order  issued  January  13,  1977,  in  the 
above-designated  proceeding. 

Upon  consideration,  notice  is  hereby 
given  that  the  date  for  filing  rate  sched¬ 
ules  and  cost-of-servlce  studies  is  ex¬ 
tended  to  and  Including  April  28,  1977. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

IFR  Doc.77-8794  Piled  3-23-77;8:45  am] 


(Docket  No.  CP77-1261 

COLUMBIA  GAS  TRANSMISSION  CORP. 

Notice  of  Petition  To  Amend 

March  18,  1977. 

Take  notice  that  on  March  14,  1977, 
Columbia  Gas  Transmission  Corporation 
(Petitioner),  P.O.  Box  1273,  Charleston, 
West  Virginia  25325,  filed  in  Docket  No. 
CP77-126  a  petition  to  amend  the  Com¬ 
mission's  o:*ders  of  January  18,  1977  (57 

FTPC _ ),  and  February  20,  1977  (57 

FPC _ ).  Issued  In  the  Instant  docket 

pursuant  to  Section  3  of  the  Natural  Gas 
Act  so  as  to  authorize  the  importation 
of  those  volumes  of  gas  needed  to  trans¬ 
port  the  15,000,000  Mcf  and  12,000,000 
Mcf,  respectively,  which  Petitioner  was 
authorized  to  Import  in  said  orders. 

Petitioner  states  that  pursuant  to  the 
Commission’s  order  of  January  18,  1977, 
it  was  authorized  to  Import  15,000,000 
Mcf  of  natural  gas  which  it  had  agreed 
to  purchase  from  TransCanada  Pipe¬ 
lines.  Ltd.  (’TransCanada) .  Petitioner 
further  states  that  pursuant  to  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  order  of  February  20,  1977,  it 
was  authorized  to  transport  an  addi¬ 
tional  12,000,000  Mcf  of  gas. 

It  is  stated  that  the  Canadian  National 
Energy  Board  (NEB)  authorized  the  ex¬ 
portation  of  15,000,000  Mcf  of  gas  for 
sale  to  Petitioner  plus  1,600,000  Mcf  for 
fuel  necessary  to  transport  the  volumes 
in  its  order  issued  January  19,  1977,  and 
it  authorized  the  exportation  of  12,000,- 
000  Mcf  of  gas  plus  1,400,000  Mcf  in  fuel 
in  its  order  of  February  15, 1977. 

Petitioner  states  that  it  Inadvertently 
failed  to  include  a  request  to  import  the 
1,600,000  Mcf  and  1,400,000  Mcf,  re¬ 
spectively.  in  its  applications  for  Import 
authorization;  and  consequently,  the 
Commission’s  orders  of  January  18  and 
February  20,  1977,  do  not  include  any 
authorization  to  import  such  volumes. 
Petitioner  projjoses  to  amend  its  Import 
authorizations  to  include  such  fuel  trans¬ 


portation  vohimes,  so  that  the  total 
amount  of  emergency  gas  available  to 
it,  as  intended  in  the  agreements  and 
in  the  NEB’s  exiX)rtation  orders,  would 
not  be  reduced. 

Any  persmi  desiring  to  be  heard  or 
to  make  any  protest  with  reference  to 
said  petition  to  amend  should  on  or  be¬ 
fore  March  31, 1977,  file  with  the  Federal 
Power  Commission.  Washington,  D.C. 
20426.  a  petition  to  intervene  or  a  protest 
in  accordance  with  the  requirements  of 
the  Commission’s  rules  of  practice  and 
procedure  (18  CFR  1.8  or  1.10).  All 
protests  filed  with  the  Commission  will 
be  considered  by  it  in  determining  Uie 
appre^riate  action  to  be  taken  but  will 
not  serve  to  make  the  protestants  parties 
to  the  proceeding.  Any  person  wishing 
to  become  a  party  to  a  proceeding  or  to 
participate  as  a  party  in  any  hearing 
therein  must  file  a  petition  to  Intervene 
in  accordance  with  the  Commission’s 
rules. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary. 

(FR  Doc.77-8914  Filed  3-23-77;8-45  ami 


I  Docket  No.  CI77-328I 

MOBIL  OIL  CORP. 

Notice  of  Application  for  Certificate 
Authorization 

March  21,  1977. 

Take  notice  that  on  March  14,  1977, 
Mobil  Oil  Corporation  (Mobil)  filed  an 
application  for  a  certificate  of  public 
convenience  and  necessity  and  for  tem¬ 
porary  authorization  to  Initiate  the  sale 
of  natural  gas  to  Tennessee  Gas  Pipeline 
Company  (Tennessee)  from  acreage  in 
the  Southwest  Pheasant  Field,  Mata¬ 
gorda  County,  Texas,  the  point  of  deliv¬ 
ery  being  at  Tennessee’s  meters  at  the 
tailgate  of  Tenneco  Oil  Company’s  L.  L. 
Leabo  Plant  In  the  field.  Mobil  states 
that  the  rates  requested  are  those  pre¬ 
scribed  In'Oplnlon  No.  749,  as  amended, 
for  sales  from  wells  ccHnmenced  prior 
to  January  1,  1973  (32.2919  cents  per 
McD  and  Opinion  Nos.  770  and  770-A 
for  sales  from  wells  commenced  on  or 
after  January  1,  1973  and  prior  to  Jan¬ 
uary  1,  1975  (102.02  cents  per  Mcf) ,  both 
prices  being  Inclusive  of  t^  and  gather¬ 
ing  allowance  and  subject  to  upward  and 
downward  B’TU  adjustment  from  1000. 

Mobil  states  that  a  sale  was  initiated 
from  the  subject  acreage  in  1960  under 
a  1959  contract  which  restricted  Tennes¬ 
see’s  use  of  the  gas  to  compressor  fuel 
within  Texas.  The  contract  was  termi¬ 
nated  in  1965  and  under  separate  con¬ 
tract  the  gas  was  sold  to  Tennessee’s 
Intrastate  pipeline  affiliate,  Channel  In¬ 
dustries  Gas  Company.  Mobil  states  that 
the  public  interest  would  best  be  serv’ed 
by  initiating  sale  to  Tennessee  of  gas 
from  the  subject  acreage  at  the  earliest 
possible  date.  According  to  Mobil,  a  con¬ 
tract  dated  March  11, 1977,  w'as  executed 
with  Tennessee  for  the  sale  of  tlie  sub¬ 
ject  gas.  Mobil  states  that  Tennessee  will 
not  construct  additional  facilities  to  take 
the  subject  gas  Inasmuch  as  existing 
facilities  arc  adequate. 
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Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
make  any  protest  with  reference  to  said 
petition  should  on  or  before  March  28, 
1977,  file  with  the  Federal  Power  Com¬ 
mission,  Washington.  D.C.  20426,  a  peti¬ 
tion  to  intervene  or  a  protest  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  the  requirements  of  the 
Commission’s  rules  of  practice  and  pro¬ 
cedure  (18  CFR  1.8  or  1.10).  All  protests 
filed  with  the  Commission  will  be  con¬ 
sidered  by  it  in  determining  the  appro¬ 
priate  action  to  be  taken  but  will  not 
serve  to  make  the  protestants  parties  to 
the  proceeding.  Any  party  wishing  to  be¬ 
come  a  party  to  a  proceeding,  or  to  par¬ 
ticipate  as  a  party  in  any  hearing  therein, 
must  file  a  petition  to  intervene  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  the  CommissiMi’s  rules. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.77-8917  Filed  3-23-77;8:45  am| 

[Docket  No.  RP77-42I 

SOUTHERN  NATURAL  GAS  CO. 

Notice  of  Petition  for  Temporary  Emer¬ 
gency  Modification  of  Curtailment  Plan 

March  18,  1977. 

Take  notice  that  on  February  24,  1977, 
Atlanta  Gas  Light  Company  (Atlanta), 
P.O.  Box  4569,  Atlanta,  Georgia  30302, 
filed  in  Docket  No.  RP77-42  a  petition 
requesting  a  temporary  modification  of 
Southern  Natural  Gas  Company's 
<  Southern)  curtailment  plan  for  the  pur¬ 
pose  of  enabling  Southern  to  continue 
its  poUcy  of  permitting  transfers  of  gas 
allocations  between  ^oups  of  its  multi¬ 
group  customere  for  the  remainder  of  the 
current  heating  season,  all  as  more  fully 
set  forth  in  the  petition  which  is  on 
file  with  the  Commission  and  open  to 
public  inspection. 

Atlanta  requests  that  the  Commission 
authorize  Southern  on  a  temporary  basis 
to  continue  through  the  current  heating 
season  the  policy  of  peimitting  transfers 
of  gas  allocations  between  groups  of  de¬ 
livery  points  without  affecting  the  total 
allocation  of  gas  from  Southern  to  any 
customer  where  such  action  is  necessary 
to  facilitate  ur^omi  service  loads  in 
Priorities  1.  2,  and  3.  Atlanta  asserts 
than  on  February  23,  1977,  Southern  ad¬ 
vised  the  Commission  and  its  custom¬ 
ers  that  with  the  restoration  of  a  par¬ 
tial  allocation  of  gas  for  Priority  2 
requirements,  transfers  between  groups 
w'ould  no  longer  be  allowed  and  that 
such  action  had  an  immediate  adverse 
impact  upon  Atlanta's  ability  to  restore 
service  to  high  priority  industrial  loads 
on  a  uniform  basis  throughout  its  serv¬ 
ice  area  and  to  conseire  its  limited  sup¬ 
plemental  gas  supplies  that  are  at  criti¬ 
cally  low  levels. 

The  petition  indicates  that  on  Janu¬ 
ary  21,  1977,  Southern  advised  the  Com¬ 
mission  that  it  “  •  •  •  has  varied  its  cur¬ 
tailment  procedures  so  as  to  allow  spe¬ 
cific  transfers  of  gas  allocations  between 
the  groups  of  its  multi-group  customers 
w  hen  the  mean  temi>erature  at  Birming¬ 
ham,  Alabama  is  above  35*  F.”  It  is 
stated  that  the  transfers  w'ere  subject  to 
the  following  conditions: 
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1  Allocations  transferred  must  be  utilized 
to  serve  priority  1  and  conserve  peak-shaving. 

2.  The  transfer  will  not  result  in  any 
greater  allocation  to  a  customer. 

3.  The  transfer  must  be  approved  In  ad¬ 
vance  by  Southern  Natural  Oas  Company. 

4.  The  transfers  will  not  be  allowed  beyond 
the  present  critical  emergency  period  in 
which  deliveries  to  prlOTity  1  users  are 
threatened  due  to  the  severe  weather,  the 
depletion  of  Southern  Natural’s  storage  and 
the  critically  short  supplies  of  peak-shaving 
fuels.  Southern  will  advise  its  customers  48 
hours  in  advance  of  terminating  this  cur¬ 
tailment  procedure. 

Atlanta  states  that  the  circumstances 
necessitating  the  variation  of  Southern’s 
curtailment  plan  continue  to  persist  and 
that  while  Southern  now  has  allocated 
sufficient  gas  to  serve  a  portion  of  prior¬ 
ity  2  requirements,  variations  in  actual 
priority  1  requirements  due  primarily  to 
differences  in  temperature  across  At¬ 
lanta’s  service  area  continue.  It  is  as¬ 
serted  that  Atlanta  may  still  find  itself 
in  a  .situation  of  having  insufficient 
quantities  of  gas  on  one  part  of  its  sys¬ 
tem  to  achieve  the  level  of  service  con¬ 
templated  by  Southern’s  orders,  while  on 
another  part  of  its  system  it  may  receive 
a  gas  allocation  in  excess  of  volumes 
needed  to  achieve  that  level  of  service. 
Further,  it  is  stated  that  Atlanta  may  be 
required  to  ijeak  shave  on  one  portion  of 
its  system  to  sustain  service  to  its  highest 
priority  requirements  while  it  has  suffi¬ 
cient  gas  volumes  allocated  to  it  by 
Southern  in  another  portion  of  its  serv¬ 
ice  area  to  meet  full  high-priority  re¬ 
quirements  as  well  as  limited  service  to 
lower  priority  loads.  Atlanta  states  that 
it  may  find  it  necessary  to  curtail  prior¬ 
ity  2  loads  in  the  Atlanta  area  or  peak 
shave  to  meet  these  loads  while  its  allo¬ 
cation  in  southern  Georgia  may  be  suf¬ 
ficient  to  serve  loads  as  low’  as  priorities 
4,  5,  and  6.  It  is  asserted  that  absent  the 
requested  relief,  Atlanta  is  precluded 
from  following  the  same  end-use  priori¬ 
ties  of  service  on  its  system  that  have 
been  prescribed  by  the  Commission  in 
Opinion  No.  747-B.  Atlanta  indicates 
that  its  tariff  approved  by  the  Georgia 
Public  Service  Commission  contemplates 
that  it  would  allocate  gas  in  accordance 
w’ith  the  end-use  curtailment  plans  of  its 
pipeline  suppUers  as  prescribed  by  the 
Commission  but  that  Atlanta’s  attempt 
to  carry  out  that  provision  is  frustrated 
by  a  lack  of  adequate  flexibility  in  the 
manner  in  which  its  total  allocation  may 
be  taken.  Atlanta  asserts  that  the  re¬ 
quested  relief  would  provide  the  neces¬ 
sary  flexibility,  at  least  for  the  current 
critical  heatihg  seasons,  to  allocate  gas 
uniformly  to  high-priority  users. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
make  any  protest  with  reference  to  said 
petition  should  on  or  before  March  31, 
1977.  file  with  the  Federal  Pow’er  Com¬ 
mission,  Washington,  D.C.  20426,  a  peti¬ 
tion  to  intervene  or  a  protest  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  the  requirements  of  the  Com¬ 
mission's  rules  of  practice  and  procedure 
<18  CFR  1.8  or  1.10).  AU  protests  filed 
with  the  Commission  will  be  considered 
by  it  in  determining  the  appropriate  ac¬ 
tion  to  be  taken  but  will  not  serve  to  make 
the  protestants  parties  to  the  proceed¬ 
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ing.  Any  person  wishing  to  become  a 
party  to  a  proceeding  or  to  participate  as 
a  party  in  any  hearing  therein  must  file 
a  petition  to  intervene  in  accordance 
w'ith  the  Commission’s  Rules. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.77-8916  Filed  3-23-77; 8: 45  am] 

[Docket  No.  CP77-75] 

TRANSCONTINENTAL  GAS  PIPE  LINE 
CORP. 

Notice  of  Petition  To  Amend 

March  21,  1977. 

Take  notice  that  on  March  10,  1977, 
Transcontinental  Gas  Pipe  line  Corpo¬ 
ration  (Petitioner),  P.O.  Box  1396,  Hous¬ 
ton.  Texas  77001,  filed  in  Docket  No. 
CP77-75  a  petition  to  amend  the  Com¬ 
mission's  order  of  January  14,  1977  (57 

FPC - >,  issued  in  the  instant  docket 

pursuant  to  Section  7(c)  of  the  Natural 
Gas  Act  and  §  2.79  of  the  Commission’s 
General  Policy  and  Interpretations  (18 
CFR  2.79)  so  as  to  authorize  the  trans¬ 
portation  of  an  additional  2,000  Mcf  of 
natural  gas  per  day  on  behalf  of  Fibers 
Division,  Allied  Chemical  Corporation 
(Fibers) ,  all  as  more  fully  set  forth  in  the 
petition  to  amend  w’hich  is  on  file  w’ith 
the  Commission  and  open  to  public  in¬ 
spection. 

Petitioner  states  that  it  is  presently 
transporting  up  to  8.000  Mcf  of  natural 
gas  per  day  (at  15.025  psia)  on  an  in¬ 
terruptible  basis  for  Fibers,  an  existing 
industrial  customer  of  Commonwealth 
Natural  Gas  Corporation  (Common- 
w’ealth),  one  of  Petitioner’s  resale  cus¬ 
tomers  served  under  its  Rate  Schedule 
CD-2. 

It  is  stated  that  pursuant  to  a  gas  pur¬ 
chase  agreement  dated  November  8, 1976. 
Fibers  has  been  purchasing  from  Mc¬ 
Lain  J.  Forman,  dba  Forman  Explora¬ 
tion  Company,  et  al.  (Forman)  up  to 
5,000  Mcf  per  day  of  gas  produced  in 
Cameron  Parish,  Louisiana,  and  pursu¬ 
ant  to  a  gas  purchase  agreement  dated 
November  12,  1976,  Fibers  has  been  pur¬ 
chasing  from  Amerada  Hess  Corporation 
and  Ethyl  Development  Corporation 
(Amerada)  up  to  3,000  Mcf  per  day  of 
gas  produced  in  Vermilion  Parish. 
Louisiana.  It  is  further  stated  that 
Fibers  delivers  such  gas  to  mutually 
agreeable  points  on  Petitioner’s  system 
in  Cameron  and  Vermilion  Parishes, 
Louisiana,  and  Petitioner  redelivers  the 
transportation  volumes  to  existing 
points  of  delivery  to  Commonwealth  for 
the  account  of  Fibers. 

It  is  asserted  that  Fibers  has  been  ad¬ 
vised  by  Forman  that  an  estimated  ex¬ 
cess  of  up  to  1,000  Mcf  per  day  above 
the  5.000  Mcf  per  day  may  be  available, 
and  Amerada  has  advised  Fibers  that  an 
estimated  excess  of  up  to  1,000  Mcf  per 
day  above  the  3,000  Mcf  per  day  may  aJso 
be  available,  both  quantities  under  the 
existing  gas  purchase  agreements. 

Petitioner  proposes,  therefore,  to 
transport  up  to  10,000  Mcf  pa*  day  for 
the  accoimt  of  Fibers  rather  than  the 
8.000  Mcf  per  day  commencing  with  the 
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date  of  initial  delivery  which  period  com¬ 
menced  with  the  issuance  of  the  tempo¬ 
rary  authorization  granted  by  the  Com¬ 
mission  in  its  order  of  February  17, 1977. 

Petitioner  asserts  that  no  additional 
facilities  are  required  to  render  the  pro¬ 
posed  transportation  service,  and  that 
Commonwealth  has  adequate  pipeline 
capacity  to  deliver  to  Fibers  at  its  Hope- 
well,  Virginia,  plant  up  to  10,000  Mcf  per 
day. 

Petitioner  further  states  that  it  would 
transport  such  gas  for  a  transportation 
charge  of  22.0  cents  per  Mcf  at  (14.7 
psia)  and  wotUd  retain  3.8  percent  of  the 
quantities  received  for  compressor  fuel 
and  line  loss. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
make  any  protest  with  reference  to  said 
petition  to  amend  should  on  or  before 
April  1,  1977,  file  with  the  Federal 
Power  Commission,  Washington,  D.C. 
20426,  a  petltiCHi  to  Intervene  or  a  protest 
in  accordance  with  the  requirements  of 
the  Commission’s  rules  of  practice  and 
procedure  (18  CFR  1.8  or  1.10)  and  the 
Regulations  under  the  Natural  Oas  Act 
(18  CTFR  157.10).  All  protests  filed  with 
the  Commission  wUl  considered  by  It 
in  determining  the  apprc^rlate  action  to 
be  taken  but  wUl  not  serve  to  make  the 
Protestants  parties  to  the  proceeding. 
Any  person  wishing  to  become  a  party  to 
a  proceeding  or  to  participate  as  a  party 
In  any  hearing  therein  must  file  a  petl= 
Won  to  Intervene  In  accordance  with  the 
Commission’s  rules. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary. 

iPR  Doc.77-8916  PUed  3-23-77:8:45  am] 

[Docket  No.  RP77-28,  etc.) 

SOUTHERN  NATURAL  GAS  CO..  ET  AL. 

Order  Granting  Intervention,  Denying  Con- 

soiidation,  Denying  Rehearing,  and  Clar¬ 
ifying  Prior  Order 

March  16, 1977. 

Florida  Oas  ’Transmission  Co.  and 
Southern  Natural  Oas  Co.,  Docket  No. 
CP77-132;  Southern  Natural  Oas  Co.  and 
Texas  Oas  Transmission  Corp.,  Docket 
No.  CP77-148;  Southern  Natur^  Oas  Co., 
Docket  No.  CP77-143;  Columbia  Oas 
’Transmission  Co.,  Docket  No.  CP77-126; 
Florida  Oas  ’Transmission  Co.,  Southern 
Natural  Oas  Co.  and  Sun  Oil  Co.,  Docket 
No.  CP77-179. 

As  will  be  explained  in  more  detail 
below,  we  grant  the  petition  to  Intervene 
in  the  above  styled  dockets  filed  by 
Chattanooga  Oas  Company  (Chatta¬ 
nooga),  but  we  deny  Chattanooga’s  re¬ 
lated  motion  to  consolidate  and  applica¬ 
tion  for  rehearing  of  the  six  orders  issued 
in  these  dockets. 

’The  Commission  had  previously  found 
that  a  state  of  emergency  exists  as  a  re¬ 
sult  of  the  continued  substantially  colder 
than  normsd  winter  weather  in  parts  of 
the  U.S.  By  telegram  issued  on  January 
18,  1977,  as  sum>lemented  by  telegram 
Issued  on  January  19.  1977,  the  Com¬ 
mission  directed  Southern  Natural  Oas 
Company  (Southern)  to  take  all  actions 
necessary  to  maintain  deliveries  in  lev^ 


sufBclent  to  meet  essential  priority  1  re¬ 
quirements  and  any  other  service  which 
cannot  safely  sustain  natural  gas  cur¬ 
tailment  and  which  is  required  to  prevent 
irreparable  injury  to  Life  or  property.  In 
response  thereto  Southern  filed  for  and 
was  granted  in  these  six  dockets  emer¬ 
gency  authorization  for  limited  termed 
procurement  of  supplemental  supplies. 
In  each  case  Southern  was  allowed  to 
flow  these  costs  through  its  PGA  clause: 

1.  In  Docket  No.  RP77-28  the  Com¬ 
mission  by  order  of  January  19,  1977, 
granted  Southern’s  emergency  petition, 
filed  on  the  same  date,  for  a  temporary 
and  permanent  certificate  under  lotion 
7  of  the  Natural  Oas  Act.  Southern  had 
proposed  to  purchase  from  Enterprise 
Products  Company  and  inject  into  its 
system  540,000  gallons  of  propane  per 
day  for  sixty  days,  costing  $.30  per  gallon 
plus  $.02  per  gallon  for  transportation. 
’This  equates  to  50,000  Mcf/d  at  $3.46  per 
Mcf. 

2.  In  Docket  No.  CP77-132  the  Com¬ 
mission  also  by  order  of  January  19, 1977, 
granted  the  joint  application  of  Southern 
and  Florida  Gas  Transmission  Company 
(FGT)  for  an  emergency  limited  term 
Section  7  certificate  for  the  sale  by  FGT 
to  Southern  of  up  to  100,000  MMbtu/d  of 
gas  released  by  FOT’s  transportation 
customer,  Florida  Power  and  Light  Com¬ 
pany  (PPL),  for  up  to  thirty  days.  This 
gas  represents  that  which  FPL  has 
agreed  to  temporarily  relinquish  under 
its  contract  with  Amoco;  Southern  is  to 
pay  FGT  $.22  per  MMbtu  for  the  gas, 
plus  paying  FPL  the  equivalent  of  $2.25 
MMbtu  for  its  replacement  fuel  oil  and 
associated  costs. 

3.  In  Docket  No.  CP77-148  the  Com¬ 
mission  by  order  of  January  27,  1977, 
granted  the  joint  petition  imder  Section 
7  for  an  exchange  of  gas  between  South¬ 
ern  and  ’Texas  Oas  ’Transmission  Cor¬ 
poration  (Texas  Gas)  under  which  Texas 
Oas  would  deliver  on  an  interruptible 
basis  to  Southern  up  to  20,000  Mcf/d  un¬ 
til  March  31,  1977.  Repayment  is  sched¬ 
uled  to  be  completed  by  November  1, 
1977.  While  Southern  will  pay  Texas  Gas 
64.39  cents  per  Mcf  for  the  gas.  which 
will  be  reimbursed  upon  repayment. 
Southern  will  pay  32.9  cents  per  Mcf  for 
Texas  Oas  storage  service  and  this  is  not 
reimbursed. 

4.  In  Docket  No.  CT77-143  the  Cotq- 
mission  also  by  order  of  January  27. 1977, 
granted  Southern's  petition  for  an  emer¬ 
gency  temporary  Section  7  certificate  to 
purchase  from  Mitchell  Energy  Corpora¬ 
tion  (Mitchell)  at  17.1  cents  per  gallon 
and  inject  into  its  system  between  210,000 
and  420,000  gallons  of  propane-ethane 
per  day  for  sixty  days.  ThLs  equates  to 
between  15,000  and  31,000  Mcf/d  at  $2.32 
per  Mcf,  plus  $.15  to  $.20  per  Mcf  paid  to 
POT  for  transportatiem  and  shrinkage. 

5.  In  Docket  No.  CP77-126  the  Com¬ 
mission  by  order  of  February  1,  1977, 
authorized  Southern  to  take  25%  of  the 
250,000  Mcf/d  to  be  Imported  for  sixty 
days  under  Section  3  of  the  Natural  Gas 
Act  from  TransCanada  Pipeline,  Ltd.  of 
Canada.  This  Importation  authorization 
provides  Southern  with  62.500  Mcf  /d  for 


which  it  pays  TransCanada  $194  per 
Mcf.  plus  delivery  expenses. 

6.  In  Docket  No.  CP77-179  the  Com¬ 
mission  by  order  of  February  7,  1977, 
granted  the  joint  application  of  South¬ 
ern,  FGT  and  Sun  Oil  Company  (Sun) 
for  an  emergency  limited  term  Section  7 
certificate  for  the  sale  of  up  to  40,0(K) 
MMbtu/d  from  Sun  to  Southern  for 
thirty  days.  This  gas  will  come  from 
FPL’s  contract  with  Sxm.  Southern  will 
pay  Sun  $1.53  per  MMbtu,  plus  certain 
transportation  costs.  Southern  will  also 
pay  FPL  for  the  difference  between  the 
substitute  fuel  oil  used  by  FPL  and  the 
gas  from  Sun  ($2.25  versus  $1.53  per 
MMbtu) . 

On  February  14,  1977,  Chattanooga 
petitioned  to  intervene  in  these  six  dock¬ 
ets,  to  consolidate  same,  and  to  seek  re¬ 
hearing  of  certain  aspects  of  these  afore¬ 
mentioned  orders.  As  preliminary  mat¬ 
ters  we  grant  Chattanooga’s  petition  to 
intervene  in  that  it  satisfies  the  require¬ 
ments  of  Section  1.8  of  our  Rules  of 
Practice  and  Procedure.  As  a  resale  cus¬ 
tomer  of  Southern,  it  certainly  has  an 
interest  directly  siffected  by  these  orders. 
We  do,  however,  deny  its  motion  for  con¬ 
solidation  because  no  valid  need  has  been 
shown  for  such  action.  We  do  not  find 
that  under  Section  1.20(b)  of  our  Rules 
of  Practice  and  Pr<x;edure  the  public  in¬ 
terest  would  be  served  by  consolidation. 

In  petitioning  for  rehearing  of  the 
aforementioned  six  orders  in  the  above- 
styled  six  dockets,  Chattemooga  ex¬ 
presses  two  ccmcems.  First  of  all,  Chat¬ 
tanooga  challenges  the  rolling  in  of  the 
costs  of  these  six  separate  sources  of 
supplemental  supply  through  Southern’s 
PGA  clause.  It  alleges  that  differing  end- 
use  profiles  resulted  in  disparate  levels 
of  receipt  of  this  emergency  gas  so  that 
rc^ed-ln  pricing  would  be  imduly  pref¬ 
erential  and  discriminatory  against  dis¬ 
tributors  like  itself  which  have  a  lower 
end-use  profile.*  It  supports  instead  in¬ 
cremental  pricing  to  the  cusUnners  re¬ 
ceiving  this  emergency  gas  in  direct  pro- 
portiwi  to  their  receipt  of  that  gas.  In 
support  thereof  Chattanooga  looks  to 
the  pricing  provision.  Section  7,  of  the 
Emergency  Natural  Gas  Act  of  1977.* 
Chattanooga’s  reliance  upon  Section  7 
of  the  Emergency  Natural  Gas  Act  of 
1977  is  misplaced.  Since  the  transactions 
in  question  are  subject  to  the  Natural 
Gas  Act,  our  treatment  of  this  aspect  of 
its  rehearing  will  be  based  upon  the  pric¬ 
ing  principles  established  under  the  Nat¬ 
ural  Gas  Act. 

As  a  second  basis  for  rehearing,  Chat- 
tan(x>ga  urges  that  these  orders  not  be 
viewed  as  limiting  the  distribution  of 
Southern’s  supply  to  priority  1  load.  Not¬ 
ing  that  no  such  express  use  limitation 
appeared  in  these  orders,  it  requests 
Commission  clarification  that  no  such 
limitation  was  Intended.  As  an  alterna¬ 
tive,  it  seeks  at  a  minimum  permission 
for  Southern  to  serve  industrial  and 


'  la  other  words  Chattanooga’s  require¬ 
ments  are  largely  Industrial  as  contrasted  to 
residential  or  small  commercial. 

*15U.S.C.7l7  (1977). 
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commercial  plant  protection  aiid  to  re¬ 
plenish  pipeline  and  customer  storage. 
In  essence  Chattanooga  argues  that 
^uthern’s  resale  customers  should  have 
the  flexibility  to  use  tlieir  pipeline  sup¬ 
ply  to  serve  high  priority  industrial  loads 
if  their  residential  customers  conserve 
gas.  It  concludes  by  citing  and  contest¬ 
ing  Southern’s  Februarj’  4,  1977,  mail- 
gram  requiring  service  limited  to  pri¬ 
ority  1. 

Finally,  Chattanooga  asks  for  a  hear¬ 
ing  if  tlie  Commission  will  not  grant  its 
requested  relief. 

We  deny  both  grounds  raised  by  Chat¬ 
tanooga  for  rehearing.  To  begin  with, 
no  valid  basis  has  been  advanced  for 
diverging  from  the  Commission’s  time- 
honored  practice  of  rolling  in  the  price 
of  new  increments  of  gas  supply.’  Chat¬ 
tanooga  is  challenging  the  use  of  South¬ 
ern’s  PGA  clause  for  the  collection  of  the 
costs  of  these  supplemental  supplies.  No 
valid  reason  has  been  given  for  diverging 
from  this  standard  Commission  method 
for  permitting  recovery'  of  purchased 
gas  costs.  Moreover,  since  all  of  this  em¬ 
ergency  supply  was  originally  destined 
solely  for  high  priority  requirements, 
there  is  no  factual  basis  for  increment- 
ally  pricing  this  gas.  In  addition  the  pro¬ 
curement  of  these  emergency  supplies, 
needed  to  insure  the  very  integrity  of 
Southern’s  system,  benefitted  all  of 
Southern’s  resale  customers  which  fully 
.tustifies  rolled-in  pricing.  There  is  no  un¬ 
due  discrimination  resulting  from  the 
rolling  in  of  these  supplemental  supplies 
into  Southern’s  average  purchased  gas 
cost  for  such  purchases  were  for  the 
benefit  of  all  resale  customers’  high 
priority  service.  Chattanooga’s  precep- 
ti(m  of  discrimination  based  on  varying 
end-use  profiles  is  in  essence  a  collateral 
and  impermissible  attack  on  Southern’s 
interim  curtailment  plan  which  is 
founded  on  end-use  principles.’ 

Proceeding  to  Chattanooga’s  second 
basis  for  rehearing,  it  is  clear  from  the 
current  level  of  Southern’s  curtailment 
that  Chattanooga’s  concern  has  been 
mooted.  We  note  from  recent  memoran¬ 
da  prepared  for  the  Commission  by  our 
Bureau  of  Natural  Gas  ®  that  Southern’s 
curtailment  level  for  the  week  of  Feb¬ 
ruary  28  through  March  6,  1977,  has 
been  reduced  to  300,000  Mcf/d,  which 
translates  to  an  ability  to  serve  all  of 

»e.g..  Trunkline  Gas  Supply  Company,  8 
FPC  250  (1949). 

*  Southern  Natural  Gas  Company,  Opinion 
Nos.  747  and  747-B.  Docket  Nos.  RP74-6  and 
72-74,  Issued  November  20,  1975,  and  May  21, 
1976. 

“  Since  all  of  these  orders,  except  for  the 
one  of  February  1,  1977,  In  CP77-126,  were 
rapid  responses  to  an  emergency  situation 
without  the  luxury  of  a  hearing,  the  Com¬ 
mission  must  employ  such  memoranda 
which,  while  not  part  of  a  record,  are  trust¬ 
worthy  and  were  compiled  under  Commission 
direction.  We  specifically  referred  to  a  pyb- 
ruary  28,  1977,  Natural  Gas  Curtailment 
Status  Report — 2:00  p.m.  update  February 
28,  1977,  and  a  March  3,  1977,  Curtailment 
Profile.  These  documents  are  available  to  the 
public. 


priority  1,  2  and  3  requirements.  Apart 
from  the  fact  that  no  priority  1  use 
limitations  were  imposed  upon  these 
emergency  supply  arrangements  by  the 
Commission,  it  is  clear  that  with  the 
moderating  weather  and  the  resulting 
drastic  improvement  in  Southern’s  deliv- 
erability  Chattanooga  is  able  to  serve 
much  of  its  high  priority  industrial  load. 
What  is  even  more  dispositive  is  the  fact 
that  Southern  has  been  able  to  at  least 
temporarily  stop  the  receipt  of  most  of 
these  high  priced  emergency  supplies.* 

In  this  latter  regard  we  note  that  by 
telegram  of  Februaiy  22.  1977.  South¬ 
ern  sought  clarification  of  our  February 
1,  1977,  order  in  CP77-126  concerning 
this  62,500  Mcf/d  of  gas  imported  from 
Canada.  It  specifically  requests  that  we 
interpret  that  order  as  not  imposing  a 
priority  1  service  limitation.  While  we 
agree  with  Southern  that  there  is  no 
priority  1  use  limitation  upon  this  im¬ 
ported  emergency  gas,  we  want  to  reiter¬ 
ate  to  Southern  that  allocation  of  the 
TransCanada  volumes  between  itself  and 
Columbia  is  based  upon  relative  priority 
1  needs.  Under  the  curreht  improved 
weather  and  supply  conditions  an  ex¬ 
pansion  of  this  allocation  method  to  en¬ 
compass  all  high  priority  requirements  is 
appropriate;  therefore,  although  South¬ 
ern  can  serve  priority  2  and  3  require¬ 
ments  under  its  curtailment  plan,  any 
resumption  of  lower  priority  service 
should  only  occur  after  Southern  has 
maximized  storage  injections  to  replen¬ 
ish  its  Muldon  field  and  also  consulted 
with  Columbia  to  insure  that  it  does 
rot  have  unsatisfied  higher  priority 
requirements. 

The  Commission  further  finds;  (1) 
Petitioner  Chattanooga  should  be  per¬ 
mitted  to  intervene  in  Docket  Nos.  RP77- 
28,  CP77-132.  CP77-148,  CP77-143.  CP77- 
126  and  CP77-179. 

(2)  Chattanooga’s  motion  for  consoli¬ 
dation  of  the  six  dockets  referenced  in 
Paragraph  (1)  above  should  be  denied. 

(3)  The  assignments  of  error  and 
grounds  for  rehearing  of  our  January  19, 
1977,  order  in  RP77-28,  January  19,  1977, 
order  in  CP77-132,  January  27,  1977, 
CH-der  in  CP77-143,  January  27,  1977, 
order  in  CP77-148,  February  1,  1977, 
order  in  CP77-126,  and  February  7, 
1977,  order  in  CP77-179  set  forth  in 
Chattanooga’s  February  14,  1977,  appli¬ 
cation  for  rehearing  present  no  facts  or 
legal  principles  that  warrant  any  change 
in  or  modification  of  these  six  earlier 
orders. 

(4)  ’The  February  1,  1977,  order  in  CP 
77-126  should  be  clarified  as  set  forth  in 
the  body  of  ttils  order. 

The  Commission  orders:  (A)  Chatta¬ 
nooga  is  hereby  permitted  to  Intervene 
as  requested  subject  to  the  Rules  of  the 
Commission,  provided  that  its  particlpa- 


•  Pursual  of  earlier  editions  of  this  BNG 
curtailment  statue  report.  Id.,  dated  Feb¬ 
ruary  14  and  22,  1977,  indicate  that  projected 
emergency  gas  purchac^  would  be  350, (XX) 
Mcf/'d  and  375,000  Mcf/d  for  those  two  weeks 
re^ectively.  By  contrast  the  February  28. 
1977,  report.  Id.,  shows  emergency  gas  pur- 
cha.ses  down  to  an  average  of  60,000  Mcf/d. 


tion  shall  be  limited  to  matters  affecting 
the  rights  and  interests  specifically  set 
forth  in  its  petition  to  intervene,  and 
that  the  admission  of  such  intervenor 
shall  not  be  construed  as  recognition  by 
the  Commission  that  it  might  be  ag¬ 
grieved  because  of  any  order  issued  by 
the  Commission  in  this  proceeding. 

<B)  Consolidation  of  these  six  dockets 
Ls  hereby  denied. 

The  application  for  rehearing  of 
our  six  orders  listed  in  finding  paragraph 
<3)  above  filed  by  Chattanooga  on  Feb¬ 
ruary  14,  1977,  is  hereby  denied. 

<D)  Southern’s  February  22,  1977,  re¬ 
quest  for  clarification  of  our  February 
1.  1977.  order  in  CP77-126  is  answered,  as 
more  fully  detailed  in  the  body  of  this 
order. 

By  the  Commission. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary. 

|FR  Doc.77  8796  Filed  3-23-77:8:45  am) 

FEDERAL  RESERVE  SYSTEM 
BOARD  OF  GOVERNORS 
Meeting 

On  Monday,  March  28,  1977,  at  10:00 
a.m.  a  meeting  of  the  Board  of  Gover¬ 
nors  of  the  Federal  Reserve  System  will 
be  held  at  the  Board’s  offices  at  20th 
Street  and  Constitution  Avenue  NW., 
Washington,  D.C.,  to  consider  the  follow¬ 
ing  items  of  official  Board  business: 

1.  A  possible  amendment  to  Regulation  Q 
(Interests  on  Deposits)  to  prohibit  member 
banks  from  paying  Interest  on  pooled  funds 
of  $100,000  or  more  at  a  rate  above  Regula¬ 
tion  Q  ceilings  applicable  to  deposits  of  less 
than  $100,000.  (Proposed  earlier  for  public 
comment;  docket  No.  R-0024.) 

2.  A  possible  amendment  to  Regtilatlon  Z 
(Truth  in  Lending)  to  require  disclosure  of 
any  variable  rate  Interest  clause  that  is  part 
of  the  contract.  (Proposed  earlier  for  public 
comment;  docket  No.  R-0003.) 

3.  A  possible  amendment  to  Regulation  Z 
(Truth  in  Lending)  to  require  disclosure  of 
the  fact  that  a  seller  arranging  consumer 
credit  may  receive  a  portion  of  the  finance 
charge.  ( Proposed  earlier  for  public  com¬ 
ment:  docket  No  R-0053.) 

4.  Possible  interpretations  of  Regulation 
C  (Home  Mortgage  Disclosure) ,  as  follows: 

(a)  A  change  in  the  definition  of  a  de¬ 
pository  institution  affecting  the  treatment 
of  majority-owned  subsidiaries; 

(b)  A  clarification  of  the  disclosure  re¬ 
quirements  after  loss  of  exemption;  and 

(c)  A  clarification  of  the  depositor  notice 
requirement. 

5.  A  possible  new  data  collection  ssrstem 
to  provide  national  statistics  on  debits  to 
demand  and  savings  deposits. 

’This  meeting  will  be  open  to  public 
observation.  Information  with  regard  to 
this  meeting  may  be  obtained  from  Mr. 
Joseph  R.  Coyne,  Assistant  to  the 
Board,  at  202-452-3204. 

Board  of  OovemtM's  of  the  FWeral 
Reserve  System,  March  18,  1977. 

OUFFITH  L.  GAKWOOD, 

Deputy  Secretary  of  the  Board, 

[FR  Doc.77-8684  Filed  S-28-77;8:46  ami 
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CHALFEN-HOUOAY.  INC. 

Formation  of  Bank  Holding  Company 

Chalfen-Holiday,  Inc.,  MtnneapoUs, 
Minnesota,  has  applied  for  the  Bocu'd’s 
approval  under  Section  3(a)(1)  of  the 
Bank  Holding  Company  Act  (12  U.S.C. 
1842(a)(1)  to  become  a  bank  holding 
company  through  acquisition  of  70  per 
cent  or  more  of  the  voting  shares  of  First 
National  Bank  in  Anoka,  Anoka,  Minne¬ 
sota.  The  factors  that  are  considered  in 
acting  on  the  application  are  set  forth  in 
3(c)  of  the  Act  (12  UB.C.  1842(c)). 

The  application  may  be  inspected  at 
the  offices  of  the  Board  of  Clovemors  or 
at  the  Federal  Reserve  Bank  of  Minne¬ 
apolis.  Any  person  wishing  to  comment  ^ 
on  the  application  should  submit  views 
in  writing  to  the  Secretary,  Board  of 
Governors  of  the  Federal  Reserve  Sys¬ 
tem,  Washington,  D.C.  20551  to  be  re¬ 
ceived  no  later  than  April  14,  1977. 

Board  of  Governors  of  the  Federal 
Reserve  System,  March  17,  1977. 

Griffith  L.  Gahwood, 
Deputy  Secretary  of  the  Board. 

[PR  Doc.77-8686  FUed  3-23-77:8:46  am] 


FEDERAL  OPEN  MARKET  COMMITTEE 

Domestic  Policy  Directive  of  February  15, 
1977 

In  accordance  with  §  271.5  of  its  rules 
regarding  availability  of  Information, 
there  is  set  forth  below  the  Committee’s 
Domestic  Policy  Directive  issued  at  its 
meeting  held  on  February  15,  1977.* 

The  Information  reviewed  at  this  meeting 
suggests  underlying  strength  In  economic 
activity,  although  industrial  production  and 
retail  sales  were  held  down  In  January  by 
the  effects  of  unusually  severe  weather. 
Housing  starts  rose  sharply  In  December, 
and  labor  market  surveys  completed  by  mid- 
January  Indicated  a  fxirther  rise  In  employ¬ 
ment  and  a  decline  In  the  unemplomnent 
rate  from  7A  to  7A  percent.  The  wholesale 
price  Index  for  all  commodities  continued  to 
rise,  reflecting  Increases  In  the  averages  both 
for  farm  products  and  foods  and  for  Indus¬ 
trial  commodities.  The  Index  of  average  wage 
rates  rose  sharply  In  January  as  a  result  of 
marked  Increases  In  the  volatile  construction 
and  service  sectors. 

The  average  value  of  the  dollar  against 
leading  foreign  currencies  has  risen  some¬ 
what  over  the  past  month.  In  December  the 
UJ3.  foreign  trade  deflclt  Increased  further; 
in  the  fourth  quarter  as  a  whole  the  deflclt 
was  a  Uttle  larger  than  In  the  third  quarter. 

M-1,  which  had  expanded  appreciably  in 
December,  grew  at  a  moderate  pace  In  Janu¬ 
ary.  Growth  In  M-2  and  M-3  also  moderated. 
At  banks  and  thrift  Institutions,  Inflows  of 
time  and  savings  deposits  other  than  large- 
denomlnatlon  CD's  slowed  somewhat.  Inter¬ 
est  rates  have  changed  relatively  little  on 
balance  since  mid-January. 

In  light  of  the  foregoing  developments,  it 
is  the  policy  of  the  Federal  Open  Market 
Committee  to  foster  bank  reserve  and  other 
financial  conditions  that  will  encourage  con¬ 
tinued  economic  expansion,  while  resisting 


*  The  Record  of  Ptdicy  Actions  of  the  Com¬ 
mittee  for  the  meeting  of  February  16,  1977, 
is  filed  as  part  of  the  original  document. 
Copies  are  available  on  request  to  the  Board 
of  Governors  of  the  Federal  Reserve  System. 
Washington,  D.C.  20561. 


Inflationary  pressures  and  contributing  to  a 
sustainable  pattern  of  International  trans¬ 
actions. 

At  Its  meeting  on  January  18,  1977,  the 
Committee  agreed  that  growth  of  If-l,  lf-2, 
and  M-3  within  ranges  of  4V4  to  614 
cent,  7  to  10  per  cent,  and  8^  to  11^  per 
cent,  respectively,  from  the  fourth  quarter  of 
1976  to  the  fourth  quarter  of  1977  appears  to 
be  consistent  with  these  objectives.  These 
ranges  are  subject  to  reconsideration  at  any 
time  as  conditions  warrant. 

The  'Committee  seeks  to  encourage  near- 
term  rates  of  growth  in  M-1  and  M-2  on  a 
path  believed  to  be  reasonably  consistent 
with  the  longer-run  ranges  for  monetary  ag¬ 
gregates  cited  in  the  preceding  paragraph. 
Specifically,  at  present.  It  expects  ^e  anntial 
growth  rates  over  the  February-March  period 
to  be  within  the  ranges  of  3  to  7  per  cent 
for  M-1  and  6^  to  lOV^  per  cent  for  M-3.  In 
the  Judgment  of  the  Committee  such  growth 
rates  are  likely  to  be  associated  with  a  weekly 
average  Federal  funds  rate  of  about  4%  to 
4%  per  cent.  If.  giving  approximately  eqiial 
weight  to  M-1  and  M-i  It  appears  that 
growth  rates  over  the  2-month  period  will 
deviate  significantly  from  the  midpoints  of 
the  Indicated  ranges,  the  operational  objec¬ 
tive  for  the  F^eral  funds  rate  shall  be  modi¬ 
fied  In  an  orderly  fashion  within  a  range  of 
4^  to  6  per  cent. 

If  It  appears  during  the  period  before  the 
next  meeting  that  the  operating  constraints 
specified  above  are  proving  to  be  significantly 
Inconsistent,  the  Manager  Is  promptly  to 
notify  the  (Chairman  who  will  then  decide 
whether  the  situation  calls  for  supplemen¬ 
tary  instructions  from  the  Committee. 

By  order  of  the  Federal  Open  Market 
Committee,  March  18, 1977. 

Arthur  L.  Broida, 
Secretary. 

[PR  Doc.77-8685  Filed  3-33-77;8:45  am) 


KRUSE  INSURANCE  AGENCY,  INC. 

Order  Approving  Formation  of  a  Bank  Hold¬ 
ing  Company  and  Retention  of  Insurance 

Agency  Activities 

Kruse  Insurance  Agency.  Inc.,  Mineola, 
Iowa,  has  applied  for  the  Board’s  ap¬ 
proval  imder  section  3(a)  (1)  of  the  Bank 
Holding  Company  Act  (12  U.S.C.  1842 
(a)  (1) )  to  become  a  bank  holding  com¬ 
pany  through  acquisition  of  80  per  cent 
or  more  of  the  voting  shares  of  Mineola 
State  Bank,  Mineola,  Iowa  ("Bank”). 
Applicant  has  also  applied,  pursuant  to 
section  4(c)(8)  of  the  Act  (12  U.S.C. 
1843(c)(8))  and  9  225.4(b)(2)  of  the 
Board’s  Regulation  T,  for  pemmsion  to 
continue  to  operate  as  an  insurance 
agency  engaged  in  the  sale  of  credit  life 
and  credit  accident  and  health  Insurance 
direcUy  related  to  extensions  of  credit 
by  Bank.  Such  activities  have  been  deter¬ 
mined  by  the  Board  in  9  225.4(a)  (9)  (ii) 
(a)  of  Regulation  Y,  to  be  closely  related 
to  banking  subject  to  Board  approval  of 
individual  proposals  in  accordance  with 
the  procedures  of  9  225.4(b)  of  the  Regu¬ 
lation  Y. 

Notice  of  the  applications,  affording 
opportunity  for  interested  persons  to 
submit  comments  and  views,  has  been 
given  in  accordance  with  sections  3  and  4 
of  the  Act.  The  time  for  filing  comments 
and  views  has  expired,  and  the  applica- 
ticms  and  aU  comments  received  have 
been  considered  in  light  of  the  factors 


set  forth  in  section  3(c)  of  the  Act  (12 
n.S.C.  1842(c))  and  the  considerations 
specified  in  section  4(c)(8)  of  the  Act. 

Prior  to  its  recent  incorporation.  Ap¬ 
plicant  was  a  partnership  engaged  in  the 
sale  of  general  insurance  in  a  town  of 
less  Uian  5.000.  However.  Applicant  will 
divest  itself  of  all  but  its  permissible 
credit  life  and  credit  accident  and  health 
insurance  business  prior  to  becoming  a 
bank  holding  company.  Upon  acquisition 
of  Bank,  Applicant  will  control  the  619th 
largest  bank  in  Iowa,  accounting  for  0.03 
per  cent  of  total  commercial  bank  de¬ 
posits  in  the  State.* 

Bank  ^deposits  of  $3.7  million)  is  the 
fifth  largest  of  six  banks  competing  in 
the  Mills  County,  Iowa,  banking  market, 
controlling  9.5  per  cent  of  the  total  com¬ 
mercial  bank  deposits  therein.  A  princi¬ 
pal  of  Applicant  is  also  a  principal 
of  another  one-bank  holding  company 
located  25  miles  northeast  of  Mineola 
in  Oakland.  This  bank  operates  in  a 
separate  banking  market  and  it  does 
n(k  presently  compete  with  Bank  nor  is 
it  likely  to  compete  with  Bank  in  the 
future.  Since  the  purpose  of  the  proposed 
transaction  is  to  transfer  the  ownership 
of  shares  of  Bank  from  Individuals  to  a 
corporation  owned  by  the  same  individ¬ 
uals,  consummation  of  the  proposed 
transaction  would  have  no  adverse  effect 
on  existing  or  potential  competition  nor 
would  it  Increase  the  c<mcentration  of 
banking  resources  or  have  an  undue  ad¬ 
verse  effect  on  any  other  bank  in  the 
area.  ’Therefore,  competitive  considera¬ 
tions  are  consistent  with  approval  of  the 
application. 

’The  financial  and  managerial  re¬ 
sources  and  future  prospects  of  Bank  are 
regarded  as  satisfactory  and  consistent 
with  approval  Applicant’s  financial  con¬ 
dition  and  prospects,  which  are  depend¬ 
ent  upon  profitable  operations  of  both 
Bank  and  its.  Insurance  activities,  appear 
favorable.  Although  Appllcsmt  will  incur 
debt  in  connection  with  the  proposal, 
the  projected  income  from  Bank  and  in¬ 
surance  activities  should  provide  suf¬ 
ficient  revenue  to  service  the  debt  with¬ 
out  impairing  the  financial  condition  of 
Bank.  'Therefore,  considerations  relating 
to  banking  factors  are  consistent  with 
ainiroval. 

Consummation  of  the  proposed  trans¬ 
action  is  not  expected  to  provide  any 
immediate  benefits  to  the  Mineola  area. 
The  increased  flexibility  of  the  holding 
company  form  of  organization  will  more 
readily  allow  Applicant  to  provide  new 
and  expanded  services  as  future  needs 
arise.  Considerations  relating  to  the  con¬ 
venience  and  needs  of  the  commimity  to 
be  served  are  consistent  with  approval  of 
the  application.  Therefore,  it  is  deter¬ 
mined  that  consummation  of  the  pro¬ 
posed  transaction  would  be  in  the  public 
interest  and  that  the  application  to  ac¬ 
quire  Bank  should  be  approved. 

In  connection  with  the  applicatl<m  to 
becxxhe  a  bank  holding  compcmy.  Appli¬ 
cant  has  also  applied,  pursuant  to  9  225.4 
(a)  (9)  (ii)  (a)  of  Regulation  Y,  to  ccm- 


1  All  banking  and  deposit  data  are  ae  of 
December  81, 1975. 
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tinue  to  engage  in  the  sale  of  credit  life 
and  credit  accident  and  health  insurance 
directly  related  to  extensions  of  credit 
by  Bank.  Approval  of  the  aiH>lication  to 
engage  in  such  activities  would  insure 
the  residents  of  Mineola  and  nearby  areas 
a  convenient  source  of  credit-related 
insurance  services.  It  does  not  appear 
that  Applicant’s  engaging  in  the  above- 
described  activities  would  have  any  sig¬ 
nificant  adverse  effect  on  existing  or 
potential  competition.  PurthermOTe, 
there  is  no  evidence  in  the  record  indi¬ 
cating  that  consummation  of  the  pro- 
p>osal  would  result  in  any  undjue  con¬ 
centration  of  resources,  unfair  competi¬ 
tion,  conflicts  of  interests,  unsound  bank¬ 
ing  practices  or  other  adverse  effects  on 
the  public  interest. 

Based  on  the  foregoing  and  other  con¬ 
siderations  reflected  in  the  record,  it  has 
been  determined,  in  accordance  with  the 
provisions  of  section  4(c)  (8)  of  the  Act, 
that  consummation  of  this  proposal  can 
reasonably  be  expected  to  produce  bene¬ 
fits  to  the  public  that  outweigh  possible 
adverse  effects  and  that  the  application 
to  continue  to  engage  in  credit-related 
insurance  activities  should  be  approved. 

Accordingly,  the  applications  are  ap¬ 
proved  for  the  reasons  summarized  above. 
The  acquisition  of  Bank  shall  not  be  made 
(a)  before  the  thirtieth  calendai:  day  fol¬ 
lowing  the  effective  date  of  this  Order, 
or  (b)  later  than  three  months  after  the 
effective  date  of  this  Order,  unless  such 
period  is  extended  for  good  cause  by  the 
Board  or  by  the  Federal  Reserve  Bank  of 
Chicago  pursuant  to  delegated  authority. 
The  determination  as  to  Applicant’s  in¬ 
surance  activities  is  subject  to  the  condi¬ 
tions  set  forth  in  §  225.4(c)  of  Regula¬ 
tion  Y  and  to  the  Board’s  autliority  to 
require  reports  by,  £ind  make  examina¬ 
tions  of.  holding  companies  and  their 
subsidiaries  and  to  require  such  modifica¬ 
tion  or  termination  of  the  activities  of  a 
bank  holding  company  or  anj’  of  its  sub¬ 
sidiaries  as  the  Board  finds  necessary  to 
assure  compliance  with  the  provisions 
and  purposes  of  the  Act  and  the  Board’s 
regulations  and  orders  issued  thereunder, 
or  to  prevent  evasion  thereof. 

By  order  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Board, 
acting  pursuant  to  delegated  authority 
from  the  Board  of  Governors,  effective 
March  18,  1977. 

'Theodore  E.  Allison, 
Secretary  of  the  Board. 

|PR  Doc.77-8687  Piled  3-23-77:8:45  am] 


TRADE  DEVELOPMENT  FINANCE  (NETH¬ 
ERLANDS  ANTILLES)  N.  V.  TRADE  DE¬ 
VELOPMENT  HOLLAND  HOLDING  B.  V. 

Formation  of  Bank  Holding  Companies 

Trade  Development  Holland  Holding, 
B.  V.  (“TDHH"),  Amsterdam,  the 
Netherlands,  and  its  parent  corporation. 
Trade  Development  Finance  (Nether¬ 
lands  Antilles)  N.  V.  (“TDFNA”),  Cura¬ 
cao.  the  Netherlands  Antilles,  have 
applied  for  the  Board’s  approval  under 
section  3(a)(1)  of  the  Bank  Holding 
Company  Act  (12  U.S.C.  1842(a)(1))  to 
become  bank  holding  companies  through 


acquisition  by  TDHH  of  approximately  40 
to  47  percent  of  the  voting  shares  of  Re¬ 
public  New  York  C(HTX>ratlon  (“R^ub- 
lic”).  New  York,  New  York,  increasing 
thereby  TDHH’s  direct  ownership  and 
TDFNA’s  indirect  ownership  of  Repub¬ 
lic’s  Voting  shares  from  approximatdy 
22  percent  to  between  62  and  69  percent. 
Republic  is  a  bank  holding  company  that 
owns  all  of  the  voting  shares,  except 
directors’  qualifying  shares,  of  Republic 
National  Bank  of  New  York,  Hew  York, 
New  York.  The  factors  that  are  consid¬ 
ered  in  acting  on  the  applications  are  set 
forth  in  section  3(c)  of  the  Act  (12  U.S.C. 
1842(c)). 

The  applications  may  be  inspected  at 
the  offices  of  the  Board  of  Governors  or 
at  the  Federal  Reserve  Bank  of  New 
York.  Any  person  wishing  to  cmnment  on 
the  applications  should  submit  views  in 
writing  to  the  Secretary,  Board  of  Gov¬ 
ernors  of  the  Reserve  System,  Washing¬ 
ton,  D.C.  20551  to  be  received  no  later 
than  April  15,  1977. 

Board  of  Governors  of  the  Federal  Re¬ 
serve  System,  March  18, 1977. 

Griffith  L.  Garwood, 
Deputy  Secretary  of  the  Board. 

|FR  Doc.77-8688  Piled  3-23-77:8:45  am] 


WASHINGTON  BANCORPORATION 
Formation  of  Bank  Holding  Company 

Washington  Bancorporation,  Wash¬ 
ington,  Iowa,  has  applied  for  the  Board’s 
approval  under  section  3(a)(1)  of  the 
Bank  Holding  Company  Act  (12  U.S.C. 
1842(a)(1))  to  become  a  bank  holding 
company  through  acquisition  of  80  per¬ 
cent  or  more  of  the  voting  shares  of  The 
National  Bank  of  Washington,  Washing¬ 
ton,  Iowa.  The  factors  that  are  consid¬ 
ered  in  acting  on  the  application  are  set 
forth  in  section  3(c)  of  the  Act  (12  U.S.C. 
1842(c)). 

'The  application  may  be  inspected  at 
the  offices  of  the  Board  of  Governors  or 
at  the  Federal  Reserve  Bank  of  Chicago. 
Any  person  wishing  to  ccanment  on  the 
applicaticMi  should  submit  views  in  writ¬ 
ing  to  the  Secretary,  Board  of  Governors 
of  the  Federal  Reserve  System,  Washing¬ 
ton,  D.C.  20551  to  be  received  no  later 
than  April  14,  1977. 

Board  of  Governors  of  the  Federal  Re¬ 
serve  System,  March  17,  1977. 

Griffith  L.  Garwood, 
Deputy  Secretary  of  the  Board. 

IFR  Doc.77-8689  Filed  3-23-77;8:45  ami 


FEDERAL  TRADE  COMMISSION 

[PUe  No.  762  3090] 

ALEXANDER’S,  INC. 

Consent  Agreement  With  Analysis  To  Aid 
Public  Comment 

AGENCY:  Federal 'Trade  Commission. 

ACTION:  Placement  of  Consent  Agree¬ 
ment  on  Public  Record  for  Comments. 

SUMMARY:  Pursuant  to  Section  6(f) 
of  the  Federal  Trade  Commission  Act, 
38  Stat.  721,  15  U.S.C.  46  and  §  2.34  of 


the  Commission’s  Rules  of  Practice  (16 
CFR  2.34,  40  FR  15236,  Apr.  4,  1975) .  no¬ 
tice  is  hereby  given  &at  the  following 
consent  agreement  containing  a  consent 
order  to  cease  and  desist  and  an  ex¬ 
planation  thereof,  having  been  filed  with 
and  provisionally  accepted  by  the  Com¬ 
mission,  has  been  placed  on  the  public 
record  for  a  period  of  sixty  (60)  days. 
Public  comment  is  invited.  Such  com¬ 
ments  or  views  will  be  considered  by  the 
Commission  and  will  be  available  for 
inspection  and  copying  at  its  principal 
office  in  accordance  with  S  4.9(b)  (14)  of 
the  Commission’s  Rules  of  Practice  (16 
CTFR  4.9(b)  (14),  40  FR  15236,  Apr.  4, 
1975). 

DATE:  Comments  must  be  received  on 
or  before  May  23,  1977. 

ADDRESS:  Comments  should  be  di¬ 
rected  to:  Office  of  the  Secretary,  Fed¬ 
eral  Trade  Commission,  6th  and  Penn¬ 
sylvania  Avenue,  N.W.,  Washington,  D.C. 
20580. 

]FUe  No.  762  3090] 

Agreement  Containing  Consent  Order 
TO  Cease  and  Desist 

Before  Federal  Trade  Commission,  In 
the  Matter  of  Alexander’s,  Inc.,  a  corpo¬ 
ration. 

The.  Federal  Trade  Commission  hav¬ 
ing  initiated  aq  investigation  of  the  em¬ 
ployment  practices  of  Alexander’s,  Inc., 
a  corporation,  and  it  now  appearing  that 
Alexander’s,  Inc.,  hereinafter  sometimes 
referred  to  as  proposed  respondent  is 
w'illing  to  enter  into  an  agreement  con¬ 
taining  an  order  to  cease  and  desist  from 
the  use  of  the  acts  and  practices  being 
investigated. 

It  is  hereby  agreed  by  and  between 
Alexander’s  Inc.,  by  its  duly  authorized 
officer  and  its  attorney,  and  counsel  for 
the  Federal  Trade  Commissicm  That: 

1.  Proposed  respondent  Alej.ander’s, 
Inc.  is  a  corporation  organized,  existing 
and  doing  business  under  and  by  virtue 
of  the  laws  of  the  State  of  Delaware,  with 
its  office  and  principal  place  of  business 
located  at  500  Seventh  Avenue,  New 
York,  New  York  10018. 

2.  Proposed  respondent  admits  all  the 
jurisdictional  facts  set  forth  in  the 
draft  of  complaint  here  attached. 

3.  Proposed  respondent  wkives : 

(a)  Any  further  procedural  steps: 

(b)  The  requirements  that  the  Commis¬ 
sion's  decision  contain  a  statement  at  find¬ 
ings  at  fact  and  conclusions  of  law:  and 

(c)  All  rights  to  seek  Judicial  review  or 
otherwise  to  challenge  or  contest  the  validity 
of  the  Order  entered  pursuant  to  this  agree¬ 
ment. 

4.  ThLs  agreement  shall  not  become  a 
part  of  the  public  record  of  the  proceed¬ 
ing  unless  and  until  it  is  accept^  by  the 
Commission.  If  this  agreement  is  ac¬ 
cepted  by  the  Commission  it,  together 
with  the  draft  of  complaint  contem¬ 
plated  thereby,  will  be  placed  on  the 
public  record  for  a  period  of  sixty  (60) 
days  and  informa tionfin  respect  thereto 
publicly  released;  and  such  acceptance 
may  be  withdrawn  by  the  Commission 
if  comments  or  views  submitted  to  the 
Commission  disclose  facts  or  consid¬ 
erations  which  indicate  that  the  order 
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contained  In  the  agreement  Is  Inappro¬ 
priate,  Improper,  or  Inadequate. 

5.  TUs  agreement  Is  tor  settlement 
purposes  only  and  does  not  constitute  an 
admission  by  proposed  respimdent  that 
the  law  has  been  violated  as  alleged  in 
the  draft  of  complaint  here  attached. 

6.  This  agreement  contemplates  that, 
if  It  Is  accepted  by  the  Commission,  and 
if  such  acceptance  is  not  subsequently 
withdrawn  by  the  Commission  pursuant 
to  the  provisions  of  S  2.34  of  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  Rules,  the  Commission  may, 
without  fxnther  notice  to  proposed  re¬ 
spondent,  (1)  issue  Its  complaint  corre¬ 
sponding  In  form  and  substance  with  the 
draft  of  complaint  here  attached  and  its 
decision  containing  the  following  order 
to  cease  and  desist  in  disposition  of  the 
proceeding  and  (2)  make  Information 
public  In  respect  thereto.  When  so  en¬ 
tered,  the  order  to  cease  and  desist  shall 
have  the  same  force  and  effect  and  may 
be  altered,  modified  or  set  aside  in  the 
same  manner  and  within  the  same  time 
provided  by  statute  for  other  orders.  The 
order  shall  become  final  upon  service. 

the  complaint  and  decision  con¬ 
taining  the  agreed-to  order  to  respond¬ 
ent’s  address  as  stated  in  Paragraph  1  of 
this  agreement  shall  constitute  service, 
and  respondent  hereby  waives  any  right 
It  may  have  to  any  other  manner  of 
service.  The  complaint  may  be  used  in 
construing  the  terms  of  the  order,  and 
no  agreement,  imderstandlng,  repre¬ 
sentation,  or  interpretation  not  contained 
in  the  oi^er  or  the  agreement  may  be 
used  to  vary  or  contradict  the  terms  of 
the  order. 

7.  Proposed  respondent  has  read  the 
proposed  complaint  and  oHer  contem¬ 
plated  hereby,  and  understands  that 
once  the  order  has  been  issued,  It  will  be 
required  to  file  one  or  more  compliance 
reports  showing  that  It  has  fully  com¬ 
plied  with  the  order,  and  that  It  may  be 
liable  for  a  (dvll  penalty  in  the  amount 
provided  by  law  for  each  violation  of  the 
order  after  it  becomes  final. 

Order 

It  is  ordered  That  respimdent  Alex¬ 
ander’s,  Inc.,  a  corporation.  Its  successors 
or  assig^,  its  officers,  agents,  representa¬ 
tives  and  employees,  directly  or  through 
any  corporation,  subsidiary,  division  or 
other  device.  In  connection  with  denial 
or  termination  of  employment  wholly  or 
partly  because  of  information  contained 
in  a  “consumer  report’’  from  a  “consum¬ 
er  reporting  agency’’  as  these  terms  are 
defined  In  the  Pair  Credit  Reporting  Act 
(15  U.S.C.  1681  (1970)),  do  forthwith 
cease  and  desist  frcmi  failing  to  so  advise 
the  Job  applicants  agrainst  whom  such 
adverse  action  is  taken  and  to  supply 
them  with  the  name  and  address  of  the 
consumer  reporting  agency  making  the 
report. 

It  is  further  ordered  That  whenever 
respondent  denies  or  terminates  employ¬ 
ment  of  an  individual  either  wholly  or 
partly  because  of  information  contained 
in  a  consumer  report  from  a  consumer 
reporting  agency,  respondent  shall  ad- 
vi^  the  individual  in  written  form  and 
shall  supply  him  with  the  name  and 


address  of  the  consumer  reporting 
agency  which  furnished  the  rtvort. 

It  is  further  ordered  That  re^wndent 
shall  furnish  the  written  notification  re¬ 
ferred  to  In  the  above  paragraph  to  those 
Individuals  who  were  denied  employ¬ 
ment  or  terminated  by  respondent  either 
wholly  or  partly  because  of  information 
contained  in  a  consumer  report  during 
the  two  year  period  preceding  the  date 
up<m  which  this  Order  becomes  final. 

It  is  further  ordered  ’That  resp<Mident 
shall  preserve  evidence  of  compliance 
with  the  requirements  imposed  under 
this  Order  for  a  period  of  not  less  than 
2  years  after  the  date  each  required  dis¬ 
closure  is  made.  Respondent  shall  upon 
request  penult  the  Commission  through 
its  duly  authorized  representatives  to  In¬ 
spect  such  records. 

It  is  further  ordered  That  respondent 
shall  deliver  a  copy  of  this  Order  to  all 
present  and  future  empolyees  engaged 
in  processing  appllcatl<ms  for  employ¬ 
ment. 

It  is  further  ordered  That  respondents 
notify  the  Commission  at  least  thirty 
(30)  days  prior  to  any  proposed  change 
in  the  corporate  respondent  such  as  dis¬ 
solution,  assignment  or  sale  resulting  in 
the  emergence  of  a  successor  corpora¬ 
tion,  the  creation  or  dissolution  of  sub¬ 
sidiaries  or  any  other  change  in  the  cor¬ 
poration  which  may  affect  compliance 
obligations  arising  out  of  the  Order. 

It  is  further  ordered  ’That  the  respond¬ 
ent  herein  shall  within  sixty  (60)  days 
after  service  upon  it  of  this  order,  file 
wrlth  the  Commission  a  report.  In  writ¬ 
ing.  setting  forth  In  detail  the  manner 
and  form  in  which  It  has  complied  with 
this  order. 

IPUe  No.  782  3090] 

Analysis  op  Proposed  Consent  Order  to 
Aid  Public  Comment 

The  Federal  Trade  Commission  has 
accepited  a  propxised  consent  order  from 
Alexander’s,  Inc. 

The  i>ropx)sed  consent  order  has  been 
placed  on  the  public  record  for  sixty 
(60)  days  for  receptlcm  of  comments  by 
interested  i)ers<ms.  Comments  received 
during  this  p>eiiod  will  become  p>art  of 
the  public  record.  After  sixty  (60)  days 
the  Commission  will  again  review  the 
agreement  and  the  comments  received 
and  will  decide  whether  It  should  with¬ 
draw  from  the  agreement  or  make  final 
the  agreement's  propiosed  order. 

Alexander’s  ownes  and  (H>erates  a 
chain  of  twelve  dep>artment  stores  in  the 
states  of  New  York,  New  Jersey,  and 
Connecticut.  It  employs  ap>proxlmately 
12,000  individuals  in  ccmnection  with  the 
op>eration  of  these  stores. 

The  Commlsslcm’s  (XMnplaint  alleges 
that  Alexander’s  has  violated  the  Fair 
Credit  Reporting  Act,  by  failing  to  In¬ 
form  consumers  who  were  denied  em- 
plo>ment  at  Alexander’s  as  a  result  of  a 
consumer  report  from  a  consumer  re- 
p>orting  agency  of  the  reason  for  the  de¬ 
nial  and  by  failing  to  provide  these  con¬ 
sumers  with  the  name  and  address  of 
the  consumer  reporting  agency  which 
furnished  the  repaort  to  the  store. 


ITie  order  requires  Alexander’s  to  pro¬ 
vide  a  written  notification  ot  the  denial 
or  termination  of  emplosrment,  and  the 
name  and  address  of  the  consumer  re- 
pxartlng  agency,  to  those  individuals  who 
were  denied  employment  or  terminated 
because  of  adverse  consumer  repx)rts  se¬ 
cured  by  the  store.  Additionally,  Alex¬ 
ander’s  is  required  to  notify,  in  writing, 
individuals  who  were  denied  employment 
or  terminated  because  of  an  adverse  con¬ 
sumer  repaort  during  a  two  year  period 
preceding  the  final  date  of  the  order. 

The  order  also  requires  Alexander’s  to 
maintain  records  showing  compliance 
with  the  order  and  to  give  a  copy  of  the 
order  to  all  Alexander’s  paersonnel  re¬ 
sponsible  for  processing  employment  ap¬ 
plications. 

This  analysis  is  intended  to  facilitate 
public  comment  on  the  propaosed  order 
and  it  should  not  be  imderstood  to  repre¬ 
sent  an  official  Interpretation  of  the 
agreement  and  propxased  order  or  to 
modify  the  terms  of  the  order  in  smy 
way. 

John  F.  Dugan, 
Acting  Secretary. 

|FR  Doc.77-a6e6  FUed  3-23-77;«:45  am) 


GENERAL  ACCOUNTING  OFFICE 
REGULATORY  REPORTS  REVIEW 
Receipt  of  Repaort  Propaosal 

The  following  request  for  clearance  of 
a  repaort  intended  for  use  In  collecting  in¬ 
formation  from  the  paubllc  w’as  received 
by  the  Regulatory  Repaorts  Review  Staff. 
GAO.  on  March  18.  1977.  See  44  U.S.C. 
3512  (c)  and  (d).  The  purpaose  of  pub¬ 
lishing  this  notice  in  the  Federal  Regis¬ 
ter  is  to  inform  the  public  of  such  re¬ 
ceipt. 

The  notice  includes  the  title  of  the  re¬ 
quest  received;  the  name  of  the  agency 
spaonsoring  the  paropaosed  collection  of  In¬ 
formation;  the  agency  form  number,  if 
applicable;  and  the  frequency  with  which 
the  information  is  propaosed  to  be  col¬ 
lected. 

Written  comments  on  the  propaosed  FCC 
request  are  Invited  from  all  interested 
paersons,  organizations,  pifialic  interest 
groupas,  and  affected  businesses.  Because 
of  the  limited  amoimt  of  time  OAO  has 
to  review  the  propaosed  requests,  com¬ 
ments  (in  triplicate)  must  be  received  on 
or  before  April  11,  1977,  and  should  be 
addressed  to  Mr.  John  M.  Lovelady,  Act¬ 
ing  Assistant  Director,  Regulatory  Re¬ 
paorts  Review,  United  States  General  Ac¬ 
counting  Office,  Room  5033.  441  G  Street, 
NW,  Washington,  DC  20548. 

Further  information  may  be  obtained 
from  Patsy  J.  Stuart  of  the  Regulatory 
Repaorts  Review  Staff,  202-275-3532. 

Federal  Communications  Commission 

FCC  requests  an  extension  without 
change  clearance  of  Form  129,  Notice  of 
Frequency  to  be  Received  by  Radio  As¬ 
tronomy  Station.  Receiving  radio  astron¬ 
omy  stations  must  file  this  form  so  as  to 
repaort,  via,  FCC,  to  the  International 
‘  TelecommunicAtton  Union  in  Geneva. 
Ten  radio  astroncxny  stations  are  re- 
quired  to  submit  the  form  annually.  FCC 
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estimates  reportiner  burden  to  average 
one-half  hour  per  respondent  per  re¬ 
sponse. 

Norman  F.  Heyl, 
Regulatory  Reports 
Review  Officer. 
(FR  Doc .77  8779  Piled  3-23-77;8:45  amj 


GENERAL  SERVICES 
ADMINISTRATION 

[Intervention  Notice  No.  22; 

Doc.  No.  760868-EU] 

GULF  POWER  CO. 

Proposed  Intervention  in  Electric  Rate  In¬ 
crease  Proceeding  Before  Florida  Public 

Service  Commission 

The  General  Services  Administration 
seeks  to  intervene  in  a  proceeding  before 
the  Florida  Public  Service  Commission 
concerning  the  application  of  the  Gulf 
Power  Company  for  an  increase  in  an¬ 
nual  revenues.  The  GSA  represents  the 
interests  of  the  executive  agencies  of  the 
United  States  Government,  as  users  of 
electric  power. 

The  Gulf  Power  Company  has  field 
new  tariffs  in  Florida  which  would  yield 
an  estimated  $32.6  million  in  increased 
revenues.  The  proposed  changes  will  add 
22  percent  to  the  Company’s  intrastate 
revenues. 

Persons  desiring  to  make  inquiries 
concerning  this  case  to  GSA  should  sub¬ 
mit  them,  in  writing,  to  Mr.  Spence  W. 
Perry,  Assistant  General  Counsel,  Reg¬ 
ulatory  Law  Division,  General  Services 
Administration,  18th  Si  F  Streets,  NW, 
Washington,  DC,  20405,  telephone  (202) 
566-6750,  on  or  before  April  25,  1977, 
and  refer  to  this  notice  number. 

Persons  making  inquiries  are  put  on 
notice  that  the  making  of  an  inquiry 
shall  not  serve  to  midce  any  persons 
parties  of  record  in  the  proceeding. 

[Section  201(a)(4),  Federal  Property  and 
Administrative  Services  Act.  40  U.S.C. 
481(a) (4)1 

Dated:  March  14, 1977. 

Robert  T.  Griffin, 

Acting  Administrator 
of  General  Services. 

[FR  Doc .77-8696  Piled  3-23-77; 8: 45  am] 


[Intervention  Notice  No.  23] 

UTAH  POWER  &  LIGHT  CO. 

Proposed  Intervention  in  Electric  Rate  In¬ 
crease  Proceeding  Before  Utah  Public 
Service  Commission 

The  (jeneral  Services  Administration 
seeks  to  intervene  in  a  proceeding  before 
the  Utah  Public  Service  Commission  con¬ 
cerning  the  application  of  Utah  Power  b 
Light  Company  for  an  increase  in  an¬ 
nual  revenues.  The  GSA  represents  the 
interests  of  the  executive  agencies  of  the 
United  States  (jrovemment,  as  users  of 
electrical  services. 

'The  Utah  Power  &  Light  Company  has 
filed  proposed  changes  to  tariffs  in  Utah 
which  would  yield  an  estimated  $39,062,- 
000  in  additional  annual  revenues.  Ihe 
proposed  changes  in  the  tariffs  vrould 

fEDERAL 


cause  an  increase  of  20.97  percent  on  all 
rate  classes,  including  the  Federal  execu¬ 
tive  agracies,  who  also  procure  frcMn 
other  tariff  schedules,  which  would  be 
increased  by  20.98  percent. 

Persons  desiring  to  make  inquiries  con¬ 
cerning  this  case  to  GSA  should  submit 
them,  in  writing,  to  Mr.  Spence  W.  Perry, 
Assistant  General  Counsel,  Regulatory 
Law  Division,  General  Services  Adminis¬ 
tration,  18th  &  F  Streets,  NW,  Washing¬ 
ton,  DC,  20405,  telephone  (202)  566-0750, 
on  or  before  April  25,  1977,  and  refer  trf 
this  notice  number. 

Persons  making  inquiries  are  put  on 
notice  that  the  makW  of  an  inquiry 
shall  not  serve  to  make  any  persons 
parties  of  record  in  the  proceeding. 

[Section  201(a)  (4),  Federal  Property  and  Ad- 
mlnl.stratlve  Services  Act,  40  U.S.C.  481(a) 
(4)1 

Dated:  March  14, 1977. 

Robert  T.  Griffin, 

Acting  Administrator 
of  General  Services. 

[FR  Doc.77-8697  Filed  3-23-77;8:45  am] 


Public  Buildings  Service 

REGIONAL  PUBLIC  ADVISORY  PANELS  ON 

ARCHITECTURAL  AND  ENGINEERING 

SERVICES  (REGIONS  1  THROUGH  10) 

Review 

The  purpose  of  this  notice  is  to  solicit 
comments  from  the  public  on  the  Re¬ 
gional  Public  Advisory  Panels  on  Archi¬ 
tectural  and  Engineering  Services  (Re¬ 
gions  1  through  10)  which  is  being 
reviewed  in  accordance  with  Transmittal 
Memorandum  No.  5,  Oflace  of  Manage¬ 
ment  and  Budget  Circular  No.  A-63, 
dated  March  7,  1977,  at  the  direction  of 
President  Carter. 

Any  person  desiring  to  comment  on 
the  review,  or  make  recommendations 
for  continuation,  or  termination  of  this 
advisory  committee,  should  file  written 
comments  with  John  L.  Harvey,  PBS 
Committee  Management  Officer  (PPM), 
Public  Buildings  Service.  Room  G-305, 
18th  &  F  Streets  NW.,  Washington,  D.C. 
20405,  on  or  before  April  1,  1977. 

Dated:  March  17,  1977. 

Nicholas  A.  Panuzio, 
Commissioner,  Public  Buildings 

Service. 

[FR  Doc .77-8849  Piled  3-23-77; 8; 45  am] 


DEPARTMENT  OF  HEALTH, 
EDUCATION.  AND  WELFARE 
Federal  Council  on  the  Aging 

AGING  RESEARCH  AND  MANPOWER 
COMMITTEE 

Meeting 

The  Federal  Council  on  the  Aging  was 
established  by  the  1973  amendments  to 
the  Older  Americans  Act  of  1965  (Pub.  L. 
93-29)  for  the  purpose  of  advising  the 
President,  the  Secretary  of  Health,  Edu¬ 
cation,  and  Welfare,  the  Commissioner 
on  Aging,  and  the  Congress  on  matters 
relating  to  the  special  need  of  older 
Americans. 
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Notice  is  hereby  given  pursuant  to  Pub. 
L.  92-463  that  the  Federal  Council  on  the 
Aging's  Research  and  Manpower  Com¬ 
mittee  will  meet  from  9:30  a.m. — 5  p.m. 
on  April  13-14, 1977  in  Room  5051,  HEW- 
North  Building,  330  Independence  Ave., 
S.W.,  Washin^on.  D.C.  20201.  The 
agenda  will  consist  of:  Review  of  Na¬ 
tional  Institute  on  Aging  and  Adminis¬ 
tration  on  Aging  Research  Authorities: 
Review  of  HEW  Aging  Research  Plan; 
Consideration  of  Older  Americans  Act — 
Research  and  Manpower  Authorities; 
Minority  Research  Project  and  Health 
Manpower  Project. 

This  meeting  will  be  open  for  public 
observation. 

Further  information  on  the  Council 
may  be  obtained  from:  Cleonice  Tavani, 
Executive  Director,  Federal  Council  on 
the  Aging,  Washin^n,  D.C.  20201,  tel¬ 
ephone:  (202)  245-0441. 

Cleonice  Tavani, 
Executive  Director, 
Federal  Council  on  the  Aging. 

March  16.  1977. 

[PR  Doc.77-8661  Piled  3-23-77;8:45  am] 


National  Institutes  of  Health 

BOARD  OF  SCIENTIFIC  COUNSELORS, 
NIAMDD 

Meeting 

Pursuant  to  Pub.  L.  92-463,  notice  is 
hereby  given  of  the  meeting  of  the  Board 
of  Scientific  Counselors,  National  Insti¬ 
tute  of  Arthritis,  Metabolism,  and  Diges¬ 
tive  Diseases.  May  6-7,  1977,  National 
Institutes  of  Health,  Building  4,  Room 
336.  • 

This  meeting  will  be  open  to  the  pub¬ 
lic  from  9:30  a.m.  to  4:30  p.m.  on  May 
6  and  from  9:00  a.m.  to  11:00  a.m.  on 
May  7.  The  open  portion  will  be  devoted 
to  scientific  presentations  by  various 
laboratories  of  NIAMDD  Intramural  re¬ 
search.  Attendance  by  the  public  will  be 
limited  to  space  available. 

In  accordance  with  the  provisions  set 
forth  in  Section  552b(c)  (6),  Title  5,  U.S. 
Code  and  Section  10(d)  of  P.L.  92-463, 
the  meeting  will  be  closed  to  the  public 
frwn  4:30  p.m.  to  adjournment  on  May 
6  and  from  11:00  a.m.  to  adjournment 
on  May  7  for  the  review,  discussion,  and 
evaluation  of  Individual  programs  and 
projects  conducted  by  the  National  In¬ 
stitutes  of  Health,  including  considera¬ 
tion  of  personnel  qualifications  and  per¬ 
formance.  the  competence  of  individual 
investigators,  and  similar  items,  the  dis¬ 
closure  of  which  would  constitute  a 
clearly  unwarranted  invasion  of  personal 
privacy. 

Messrs.  James  N.  Fordham  or  Leo  E. 
Treacy,  Office  of  Scientific  and  Technical 
Repgrts.  NIAMDD.  National  Institutes  of 
Health.  Building  31,  Room  9A04. 
Bethesda,  Maryland  20014,  (301)  496- 
3583,  will  provide  summaries  of  the  meet¬ 
ing  and  rosters  of  the  committee  mem¬ 
bers. 

Dated:  March  18.  1977. 

Suzanne  L.  Fremeau, 
Committee  Management  Officer. 

National  Institutes  of  Health. 

|FR  Doc.77  8717  Filed  3-23-77:8:45  am] 
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CLINICAL  APPLICATIONS  AND 

PREVENTION  ADVISORY  COMMITTEE 

Meeting 

Pursuant  to  Pub.  L.  92-463.  notice  is 
herday  given  of  the  meeting  of  the  Clin¬ 
ical  Applications  and  Prevention  Advi¬ 
sory  Committee.  Division  of  Heart  and 
Vascular  Diseases,  National  Heart.  Lung, 
and  Blood  Institute,  April  21-22.  1977, 
Landow  Building,  Room  C418,  Bcthesda. 
Maryland. 

This  meeting  will  be  open  to  the  pub¬ 
lic  on  April  21.  from  8:30  am.  to  9:30 
am.  to  discuss  the  current  progress  of 
the  Hypertension  Detection  and  Follow - 
Up  Program  and  the  Epidemiology  Pro¬ 
grams.  Attendance  by  toe  public  win  be 
limited  to  space  available. 

In  accordance  with  provisions  set  forth 
in  SecUons  552b{c)  (4)  and  552b(c)(6). 
Title  5.  U.S.  Code  and  Section  10(d)  of 
Public  Law  92-463.  the  meeting  will  be 
closed  to  toe  public  on  April  21,  from 
9:30  am.  to  adjournment,  and  on  April 
22  from  8:30  am.  to  adjournment,  for 
toe  review,  discussion  and  evaluation  of 
Indhidual  contract  renewal  proposals. 
The  proposals  and  toe  discussions  could 
reveal  confidential  trade  secrets  such  as 
privileged  imbllnded  data,  and  personal 
information  concerning  Individuals  asso¬ 
ciated  with  toe  proposals. 

Mr.  York  Onnen.  CJhlef,  Public  In¬ 
quiries  and  Reports  Branch,  National 
Heart,  Lung,  and  Blood  Institute,  Bxilld- 
Ing  31,  Room  5A03,  National  Institutes 
of  Health,  Betoesda.  Maryland,  20014, 
phone  (301)  496-4236,  will  provide  sum¬ 
maries  of  meetings  and  rosters  of  com¬ 
mittee  mem^rs.  Dr.  William  J.  Zukel, 
Executive  S«retary  of  toe  Committee, 
Landow  Building,  Room  C809.  Betoesda, 
Msiryland  20014,  phone  (301)  496-2533, 
will  furnish  substantive  program  Infor¬ 
mation. 

(Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance  Pro¬ 
gram  No.  13.837,  National  Institutes  of 
Health) 

Dated:  March  18. 1977. 

Suzanne  L.  Freheau, 
Committee  Management  Officer, 
National  Institutes  of  Health. 

IFR  Doc.77-8715  Filed  3-23-77;8:45  am] 

NATIONAL  ADVISORY  DENTAL 
RESEARCH  COUNCIL 

Meeting 

Pursuant  to  Public  Law  92-463,  notice 
Is  hereby  given  of  toe  meeting  of  the  Na¬ 
tional  Advisory  Dental  Research  Council, 
National  Institute  of  Dental  Research, 
on  May  16-17,  1977,  in  Buflding  31-C. 
Conference  Room  8,  National  Institutes 
of  Health.  Betoesda,  Maryland.  This 
meeting  will  be  open  to  the  public  frc«n 
9:00  a.m.  to  adjournment  on  May  17  for 
general  discussion  and  program  presen¬ 
tations.  Attendance  by  toe  public  will  be 
limited  to  space  available. 

In  accordance  with  toe  provisions  set 
forth  in  Sections  552b(c)  (4)  and  552b 

(c)  (6) ,  Title  5,  n.S.  Code  and  Secticm  10 

(d)  of  Public  Law  92-463,  toe  meeting  of 


toe  Council  will  be  closed  to  toe  public 
on  May  16,  from  9:00  am.  to  5:00  pm. 
for  the  review,  discussion  and  evaluation 
of  individual  grant  apidications.  These 
applications  and  toe  discussions  could 
reveal  confidential  trade  secrets  or  com- 
merical  property  such  as  patentable 
material,  and  personal  information  con¬ 
cerning  individuals  associated  with  the 
applications. 

Mrs.  Edith  O.  Sharpless,  Committee 
Management  Officer,  NaticHoal  Institute 
of  Dental  Research,  National  Institutes 
of  Health,  Building  31-C.  Room  2C-39. 
Betoesda,  MD  20014  (itoone  301  496- 
6705)  will  furnish  rosters  of  cfKnmlttee 
members,  a  sununary  of  toe  meeting,  and 
other  Information  pertaining  to  toe 
meeting. 

(Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance  Pro¬ 
gram  Nos.  13-640,  13-641,  16-642,  13-643,  16- 
844.  13-845,  13-678,  National  Institutes  of 
Health.) 

Dated:  March  18, 1977, 

Suzanne  L.  Fremeau, 
Committee  Management  Officer, 
National  Institutes  of  Health. 

IFR  Doc.77-6718  Filed  3-23-77;8:45  am] 


NATIONAL  ADVISORY  NEUROLOGICAL 
AND  COMMUNICATIVE  DISORDERS 
AND  STROKE  COUNCIL  PLANNING 
SUBCOMMITTEE 

Meeting 

Pursuant  to  Public  Law  92-463,  notice 
is  hereby  given  of  toe  meting  of  the  Na¬ 
tional  Advisory  Neurological  and  Com¬ 
municative  Disorders  and  Stroke  Coun¬ 
cil  Planning  Subcommittee.  May  IS,  1977, 
at  8:30  am.  In  toe  Connecticut  Room, 
The  Holiday  Inn,  8120  Wisconsin  Ave¬ 
nue.  Betoesda,  Maryland.  The  meeting 
will  be  open  to  toe  public  from  8:30  a.m. 
to  10:30  a.m.  on  May  13,  1977,  to  discuss 
program  planning  and  program  accom¬ 
plishments.  Attendance  by  the  public 
will  be  limited  to  space  available.  In  ac¬ 
cordance  with  toe  provisions  set  forth  in 
Sections  552b(c)  (4)  and  552b(c)  (6)  of 
TlUe  5,  U.S.  Code  and  Section  10(d)  of 
Public  Law  92-463,  toe  meeting  will  be 
closed  to  the  public  from  10:30  a.m.  on 
May  13.  1977,  to  adjournment  on  May 
13,  1977.  The  portion  of  the  meeting 
being  closed  Involves  the  review,  discus¬ 
sion,  and  evaluation  of  individual  grant 
applications.  These  applications  and  toe 
discussion  could  reveal  confidential 
trade  secrets  or  commercial  property 
such  as  patentable  material,  and  per¬ 
sonal  Information  concerning  individu¬ 
als  associated  with  the  applications. 

The  Chief,  Office  of  Scientific  and 
Health  Reports.  Mrs.  Ruth  Dudley. 
BuUdli^g  31.  Room  8A02.  NIH,  NINCDS, 
Bethesda,  Maryland.  Telephone:  (301) 
496-5751,  will  furnish  summaries  of  the 
meeting  and  rosters  of  committee  mem¬ 
bers. 

Dr.  O.  Malcolm  Ray,  Executive  Secre¬ 
tary  of  the  Committee,  Room  1020C, 
Federal  Building.  NIH.  NINCDS,  Beth¬ 
esda.  Maryland,  Telephone:  (301)  496- 
9234,  will  provide  substantive  program 
information. 


(Catalog  of  Fedaral  Domaatic  Aaalstance  Pro¬ 
gram  Noa.  13.851.  ISASS,  13.863.  13.854.  Na¬ 
tional  Instltutas  of  Health.) 

Dated:  March  18, 1977. 

Suzanne  L.  Fremeau, 
Committee  Management  Officer, 
National  Institutes  of  Health. 

IFR  Doc  77-8719  Filed  3-23-77;8;45  am] 

HOMOGENEOUS  IMMUNOGLOBULIN 
Meeting 

Notice  is  hereby  given  of  the  Homo¬ 
geneous  Immunoglobulin  Workshop 
spcHisored  by  toe  Immunology  Program. 
Division  of  Cancer  Biology  and  Diagno¬ 
sis,  May  2  and  3, 1977,  Building  1,  Wilson 
Hall,  National  Institutes  of  Health.  Bo- 
toesda.  Maryland. 

This  meeting  will  be  open  to  tlie  l)ub- 
lic  on  May  2,  1977  from  8:30  a.m.  to  5:00 
p.m.  and  on  May  3.  1977,  from  8.30  a.m. 
to  5:00  pm.  for  presentation  of  scientific 
papers.  Attendance  by  the  public  will  be 
limited  to  space  available. 

Dr.  Michael  Potter.  Head.  Immuno- 
chemistry  Section,  Immunology  Pro¬ 
gram.  Laboratory  of  Cell  Biology.  Build¬ 
ing  8.  Room  B-18,  Division  of  Cancer 
Biology  and  Dtegnosls,  National  Cancer 
Institute,  Natimial  Institutes  of  Health. 
Betoesda,  Maryland  20014,  (301  496- 
2777),  will  provide  additional  informa¬ 
tion. 

Dated:  March  15. 1977. 

Suzanne  L.  Fremeau. 
Committee  Management  Officer, 
National  Institutes  of  Health. 

IFR  Doc  77-6714  Filed  3-23-77:8  45  am] 

NATIONAL  CANCER  ADVISORY  BOARD 

AND  PRESIDENTS  CANCER  PANEL 

Meeting 

Pursuant  to  Public  Law  92-463,  notice 
Is  hereby  given  of  the  meeting  of  the  Na¬ 
tional  Cancer  Advisory  Board  and  the 
President’s  Cancer  Panel.  National  Can¬ 
cer  Institute.  May  23-24,  1977,  National 
Institutes  of  Health,  9000  Rockville  Pike. 
Betoesda,  Mary’land,  Building  31C,  Con¬ 
ference  Room  6. 

The  meeting  will  be  open  to  the  public 
on  May  23  from  9:00  a.m.  to  5:00  p.m.,  to 
hear  reports  on  activities  of  the  Presi¬ 
dent’s  Cancer  Panel,  toe  National  Cancer 
Program,  and  toe  Board  Subcommittee 
on  Centers  and  Construction;  NCI  con¬ 
tracting  procedures,  the  Viral  Oncology 
research  contract  program,  and  an  anal¬ 
ysis  of  core  support  to  Centers.  On  May 
24,  toe  meeting  will  be  open  to  the  public 
from  1:30  p.m.  to  adjournment  for  a  re¬ 
port  of  the  Board  Subcommittee  on 
Planning  and  Budget.  Attendance  by  the 
public  will  be  limited  to  space  available. 

In  accordance  with  toe  provisions  set 
forth  In  Sections  552b(c)  (4)  and  552b (c) 
(6),  Title  5,  U.S.  C(xle  and  Section  10(d) 
of  Public  Law  92-463,  the  meeting  will  be 
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closed  to  the  public  on  May  24,  from  9:00 
a  m.  to  12:00  noon,  to  review  grant  ap¬ 
plications.  'niese  applications  and  the 
discussions  could  reveal  confidential 
trade,  secrets  or  ccnnmercial  pr(H>erty 
such  as  patentable  material,  and  per¬ 
sonal  information  concerning  individ¬ 
uals  associated  with  the  applications. 

Dr.  Richard  A.  Tjalma,  Assistant 
Director,  NCI,  Building  31,  Room  11A46, 
National  Institutes  of  Health,  Bethesda. 
Maryland  20014  (301/496-5854)  will  pro¬ 
vide  a  siunmary  of  the  meeting,  substan¬ 
tive  program  information,  and  a  roster 
of  Board  and  Panel  members. 

(Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance  Pro¬ 
gram  Nos.  13.392  through  13.399,  National 
Institutes  of  Health.) 

Dated:  March  18,  1977. 

SUZANNS  L.  FREMEAU, 

Committee  Management  Officer. 

National  Institutes  of  Health. 

(FR  Doc.77-8713  FUed  3-23-77:8:45  amj 


NATIONAL  DIABETES  ADVISORY  BOARD 
Meeting 

Pursuant  to  Public  Law  92-463,  notice 
is  hereby  given  of  a  meeting  of  the  Na¬ 
tional  Diabetes  Advisory  Board  (m  April 
15,  1977  (times  below),  in  Conference 
Room  5051  in  the  North  Building  of 
Health,  Education,  and  Welfare,  at  330 
Independence  Avenue,  Southwest,  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C. 

The  entire  meeting,  which  will  be  open 
to  the  public  from  9:00  am.  to  5  p.m.,  is 
being  held  to  discuss  the  Board’s  organi¬ 
zation  and  staffing,  and  to  initiate  its 
review  of  the  status  and  implementation 
of  the  long-range,  plan  to  combat 
diabetes  formulated  by  the  National 
Cmnmisslon  on  Diabetes.  Attendance  by 
the  public  will  be  limited  to  space  avail¬ 
able. 

Messrs.  James  N.  Fordham  or  Leo  E. 
Treacy,  Office  of  Sclmtific  and  Technical 
Reports,  NIAMDD,  National  Institutes  of 
Health,  Building  31,  Room  9A04, 
Bethesda,  Maryland  20014,  (301)  496-. 
3583,  will  provide  summaries  of  the  meet¬ 
ing  and  rosters  of  the  committee 
members. 

(Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance  Pro¬ 
gram  No.  13.847,  National  Institutes  of 
Health.) 

Dated:  March  15,  1977. 

SUZANKE  L.  FREMEAU, 
Committee  Management  Officer. 

National  Institutes  of  Health. 

(FR  Doc.77-8716  Filed  3-23-77:8:45  am] 


Office  of  the  Secretary 

NATIONAL  ADVISORY  COUNCIL  ON 
SERVICES  AND  FACILITIES  FOR  THE 
DEVELOPMENTALLY  DISABLED 

Meeting 

The  National  Advisory  Council  on 
Services  and  Facilities  for  the  Develop- 
mentally  Disabled  was  established  by 
Section  133(a)  (1)  of  Public  Law  91-517, 
which  was  signed  October  30,  1970,  to 
advise  the  Secretary-  with  respect  to  any 
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regulations  promulgated  or  proposed  to 
be  promulgated  by  him  in  the  implemen¬ 
tation  of  the  Act  and  study  and  evaluate 
programs  authorized  by  the  Act  with  a 
view  to  determining  the  purposes  for 
which  they  were  established. 

Notice  is  hereby  given,  pursuant  to 
Public  Law  92-463,  that  the  National 
Advisory  Council  on  Services  and  Facili¬ 
ties  for  the  Developmentally  Disabled 
will  hold  a  meeting  cm  Aixil  19,  20.  and 
21,  1977.  The  meeting  will  be  held  in 
Room  425-A.  South  Portal  Building,  De¬ 
partment  of  Health,  Education,  and 
Welfare,  200  Independence  Avenue  SW., 
Washington.  D.C.  from  9:00  a.m.  to  5:00 
p.m. 

Agenda:  Administrative  Reorganiza¬ 
tion  Report;  Discussion  and  Adoption  of 
NAC  Long  Range  Plan;  Discussion  on 
Welfare  Reform  and  the  Developmen¬ 
tally  Disabled  Population;  and  Evalua¬ 
tion  of  Existing  Programs  and  Advice  to 
the  Secretary. 

This  meeting  is  open  for  public  obser¬ 
vation. 

Further  information  on  the  Council 
may  be  obtained  from  Mr.  Francis  X. 
Lynch,  Executive  Secretary,  National 
Advisory  Coimcil  on  Services  and  Facili¬ 
ties  for  the  Developmentally  Disabled, 
Room  3070,  Mary  Switzer  Building,  330 
“C”  Street  SW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20201, 
telephone  202-245-0335. 

March  15,  1977. 

Francis  X.  Lynch, 
Executive  Secretary. 

(FR  Doc.77-8662  Filed  3-23-77:8:45  am] 

DEPARTMENT  OF  HOUSING  AND 
URBAN  DEVELOPMENT 

Office  of  Interstate  Land  Sales 
Registration 

(Doc.  No.  N-77-737.  etc.) 

THE  HIDEOUT 
Hearing 

In  the  Matter  of  The  Hideout,  Section 
1-14,  16-21,  24-40  (OHiSR  No.  0-2578- 
44-163),  Docket  No.  77-5-IS;  The  Hide¬ 
out.  Section  41  (OILSR  No.  0-2908-44- 
183)  Docket  No.  77-6-IS;  The  Hideout, 
Sections  42-44  (OILSR  No.  0-3001-44- 
201).  Docket  No.  77-7-IS;  The  Hideout, 
Sections  45-50  (OILSR  No.  0-3110-44- 
211),  Docket  No.  77-8-IS. 

Larwin  Developments,  Inc.  and  Mi¬ 
chael  I.  Keston,  President,  Respondent. 

Pursuant  to  15  U.S.C.  1706(e)  and  24 
CFR  1720.165(b)  notice  is  hereby  given 
that: 

1.  The  Hideout,  Sections  1-14,  16-21, 
24-50,  Larwin  Developments,  Inc.  and 
Michael  I.  Keston,  President,  authorized 
agents  and  officers,  hereinafter  referred 
to  as  “Respondent,”  being  subject  to  the 
provisions  of  the  Interstate  Land  Sales 
Full  Disclosure  Act  (Pub.  L.  90-448)  (15 
U.S.C.  1710,  et  seq.)  received  a  Notice  of 
Proceedings  and  Opportunity  for  Hear¬ 
ing  issued  January  21,  1977,  which  was 
sent  to  the  developer  pursuant  to  15 
use.  1706(d),  24  CFR  1710.45(b)(1) 
and  1720.125  informing  the  developer  of 
information  obtained  by  the  Office  of 


Interstate  Land  Sales  Registration  al¬ 
leging  that  the  Statement  of  Record  and 
Property  Report  for  The  Hideout,  Sec¬ 
tion  1-14,  16-21,  24-50,  located  in  Wayne 
County,  Pennsylvania,  contain  imtrue 
statements  of  material  fact  or  omit  to 
state  material  facts  required  to  be  stat^ 
therein  or  necessary  to  make  the  state¬ 
ments  therein  not  misleading. 

2.  The  Respondent  filed  an  Answer  re¬ 
ceived  February  7,  1977,  in  response  to 
the  Notice  of  Proceedings  and  Oppor¬ 
tunity  for  Hearing. 

3.  In  said  Answer  the  Respondent  re¬ 
quested  a  hearing  on  the  allegations  con¬ 
tained  in  the  Notice  of  Proceedings  and 
Opportunity  for  Hearing. 

4.  Therefore,  pursuant  to  the  provi¬ 
sions  of  15  U.S.C.  1706(d)  and  24  CFR 
1720.160(d),  It  is  hereby  ordered  That  a 
public  hearing  for  the  purpose  of  taking 
evidence  on  the  questions  set  forth  In 
the  Notice  of  Proceedings  and  Opportu¬ 
nity  for  Hearing  will  be  held  before 
Judge  James  W.  Mast,  in  Room  7146,  De¬ 
partment  of  HUD,  451  Seventh  Street, 

S.W.,  Washington,  D.C.  on  March  18, 
1977  at  10:00  a.m. 

5.  The  following  time  and  procedure 
is  applicable  to  such  hearing:  The  par¬ 
ties  are  directed  to  file  all  affidavits  and 
a  list  of  all  witnesses  with  the  Hearing 
Clerk,  HUD  Building,  Room  10278, 
Washington,  D.C.,  20410  on  or  before 
March  7,  1977, 

Copies  of  all  documents  filed  should 
be  served  at  the  same  time  on  all  parties 
of  record. 

6.  The  Respondent  is  hereby  notified 
that  failure  to  appear  at  the  above 
scheduled  hearing  shall  be  deemed  a  de¬ 
fault  and  the  proceedings  shall  be  de¬ 
termined  against  Respondent,  the  al¬ 
legations  of  which  shall  be  deemed  to 
be  true,  and  an  order  Suspending  the 
Statement  of  Record,  herein  Identified 
shall  be  Issued  pursuant  to  24  CFR 
1710.45(b)(1). 

TTiis  Notice  shall  be  served  upon  the 
Respondent  forthwith  pursuant  to  24 
CFR  1720.440. 

Dated:  February  24, 1977. 

By  the  Secretary. 

James  W.  Mast, 

Chief  Administrative  Law  Judge. 

(FR  Doc.77-8747  Filed  3-23-77:8:45  am] 


(Docket  No.  N-77-738] 

LAKE  MOSES  ET  AL. 

Hearing 

In  the  matter  of:  Lake  Moses,  United 
States  Steel  Corporation,  Inc.,  and,  Wil¬ 
bert  A.  Walker,  President,  Respondent, 
OILSR  No.  0-3453-13-40;  No.  77-1 1-IS 

Pursuant  to  15  U.S.C.  1706(e)  and  24 
CFR  1720.165(b)  Notice  is  hereby  given 
that: 

1.  Lake  Moses.  United  States  Steel  Cor¬ 
poration.  Inc.,  and  Wilbert  A.  Walker, 
President,  authorized  agents  and  officers, 
hereinafter  referred  to  as  “Respondent,” 
being  subject  to  the  provisions  of  the  In¬ 
terstate  Land  Sales  Full  Disclosure  Act 
(Pub.  L.  90-448)  (15  U.S.C.  1710,  et  seq.) 
received  a  Notice  of  Proceedings  and  Op- 
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portunlty  for  Hearing  Issued  Janu¬ 
ary  26,  1977,  which  was  sent  to  'the 
developer  pursuant  to  15  U.S.C.  1706(d), 
24  C?FR  1710.45(b)(1)  and  1720.125  In¬ 
forming  the  developer  of  Information  ob¬ 
tained  by  the  Office  <rf  Interstate  Land 
Sales  Registration  alleging  that  the 
Statement  of  Record  and  Property  Re¬ 
port  for  Lake  Moses,  located  in  Franklin 
County,  Illinois,  contain  imtrue  state¬ 
ments  of  material  fact  or  omit  to  state 
material  facts  required  to  be  stated  there¬ 
in  or  necessary  to  make  the  statements 
therein  not  necessary  to  make  the  state¬ 
ments  therein  not  misleading. 

2.  The  Resix)ndent  filed  an  Answer  re¬ 
ceived  February  15,  1977,  in  response  to 
the  Notice  of  Proceedings  and  Oppor¬ 
tunity  for  Hearing. 

3.  In  said  Answer  the  Respondent  re¬ 
quested  a  hearing  on  the  allegations  con¬ 
tained  in  the  Notice  of  Proceedings  and 
Opportiinity  for  Hearing. 

4.  Therefore,  pursuant  to  the  provi¬ 
sions  of  15  U.S,C.  1706(d)  and  24  CFR 
1720.160(d),  It  is  hereby  ordered.  That 
a  public  hearing  for  the  purpose  of  tak¬ 
ing  evidence  on  the  questions  set  forth 
in  the  Notice  of  Proceedings  and  Oppor¬ 
tunity  for  Hearing  will  be  held  before 
Judge  James  W.  Mast,  in  Room  7146, 
Department  of  HUD,  451  Seventh  Street. 

S.W.,  Washington,  D.C.  on  April  18.  1977 
at  10  a.m. 

6.  The  following  time  and  procedure 
is  applicable  to  such  hearing:  The  par¬ 
ties  are  directed  to  file  all  aflBdavlts  and 
a  list  of  all  witnesses  with  the  Hearing 
CTerk,  HUD  Building,  Room  10278, 
Washington,  D.C.  20410  on  or  before 
March  23.  1977.  Copies  of  all  documents 
filed  should  be  served  at  the  same  time 
on  all  parties  of  record. 

6.  The  Respondent  is  hereby  notified 
that  failure  to  appear  at  the  above 
scheduled  hearing  shaU  be  deemed  a  de¬ 
fault  and  the  proceedings  shall  be  de¬ 
termined  against  Respondent,  the  al¬ 
legations  of  which  shidl  be  deemed  to 
be  true,  and  an  order  Suspending  the 
Statement  of  Record,  herein  identified, 
shall  be  Issued  pursuant  to  24  CFR  1710.- 
45(b)(1).  This  notice  shall  be  served 
upon  the  Respondent  forthwith  pursuant 
to  24  CFR  1720.440. 

Dated:  February  24, 1977. 

By  the  Secretary. 

James  W.  Mast, 

Chief. 

Administrative  Law  Judge. 

|FR  Doc.77-8890  Filed  8-23-77;8:46  am) 


Office  of  Assistant  Secretary 
[Docket  No.  D-77-484J 

DEPUTY  AREA  DIRECTOR  ET  AL;  CAMDEN 
AREA  OFFICE,  REGION  II 

Designation  and  Delegation  of  Authority 

Section  A.  Designation  of  Acting  Area 
Director.  Each  of  the  (^Scials  appointed 
to  the  following  position  is  deslg^ted  to 
serve  as  Acting  Area  Director  during  the 
absence  of,  or  vacancy  in  the  position  of, 
the  Area  Director,  with  all  the  powers, 
functions,  and  duties  redelegated  or  as¬ 


signed  to  the  Area  Directors:  Provided. 
That  no  official  is  authorized  to  serve 
as  Acting  Area  Director  unless  all  officials 
listed  before  him  in  this  designation  are 
unavailable  to  act  by  reascm  of  absence 
or  vacancy  in  the  position; 

1.  The  Deputy  Area  Director. 

2.  The  Area  Counsel. 

3.  The  Assistant  to  the  Area  Director. 

4.  The  Director,  Housing  Development. 

5.  The  Equal  Opportunity  Officer, 

6.  The  Director,  Community  Planning 
and  Development. 

7.  The  Director,  Housing  Management. 

Effective  date.  This  deslgnatkm  and 
delegation  shall  be  effective  as  of  Febru¬ 
ary  7.  1977. 

S.  William  Green, 
Regional  Administrator, 

New  York  Regional  Office. 

I FR  Doc.77-8889  PUed  3-33-77;8:46  am] 

DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  INTERIOR 

Bureau  of  Land  Management 

[Wyoming  58439) 

WYOMING 

Application 

March  17. 1977. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  pursuant  to 
Section  28  of  the  Mineral  Leasing  Act  of 
1920,  as  amended  (30  UB.C.  185),  Amoco 
Production  Ccxnpany  of  Denver,  Colo¬ 
rado.  filed  an  application  for  right-of- 
way  to  construct  multiple  flowlines  for 
the  purpose  of  transporting  oil.  gas,  and 
water  across  the  following  described  Na¬ 
tional  Resource  Lands: 

Sixth  Principal  Merioan,  Wyoming 

T.  17  N.,  R.  H9  W.. 

sec.  24,E^NEt4. 

The  multiple  fiowlines  will  transiMrt 
oil,  gas,  and  water  from  the  Ryckman 
Creek  IJnlt  WeU  No.  10  and  Ryckman 
Creek  Unit  WeU  No.  1,  in  sec.  19,  T.  17  N., 
R.  118  W.,  to  a  central  treating  and  stor¬ 
age  faculty  in  sec.  13  T.  17  N..  R.  119  W., 
Uinta  Coimty,  Wyoming. 

The  purpose  of  this  notice  is  to  inform 
the  public  that  the  Bureau  wiU  be  pro¬ 
ceeding  with  consideration  of  whether 
the  appUcation  should  l>e  approved  and, 
if  so,  under  what  terms  and  conditions. 

Interested  persons  desiring  to  express 
their  views  should  do  so  promptly.  Per¬ 
sons  submitting  comments  should  in¬ 
clude  their  name  and  address  and  send 
-  them  to  the  District  Manager,  Bureau  of 
Land  Management,  Highway  187  North, 
P.O.  Box  1869,  Rock  Springs.  Wyoming 
82901. 

Harold  Q.  Stinchcomb, 

Chief,  Branch  of  Lands  and 
Minerals  Operations. 

|FR  Doc.77  8698  PUed  8-23-77:8:46  am) 


|NM  29960) 

NEW  MEXICO 
.  Application 

March  15.  1977. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that,  pursuant 
to  Section  28  of  the  Mineral  Leasing  Act 


of  1920  (30  UB.C.  185) ,  as  amended  by 
the  Act  of  November  16.  1973  «87  Stat. 
576) ,  Gas  Company  of  New  Mexico  has 
applied  for  one  4-inch  natural  gas  pii>e- 
line  and  dehydrator  site  right-of-way 
across  the  foUowing  land: 

New  Mexico  Principal  Meridian. 

New  Mexico 

T  21  S..  R.  32  E..  Sec.  3,  lots  13,  14  and 

NE^SWy4;  Sec.  4.  lot  16  and  NE'^SE^. 

The  pipeline  and  site  will  be  used  in 
connection  with  natural  gas  operations 
and  WiU  cross  0.690  of  a  mile  and  0.918 
of  an  acre  of  national  resource  land  in 
Lea  County,  New  Mexico. 

The  t>urpose  of  this  notice  is  to  inform 
the  pubUc  that  the  Bureau  wiU  be  pro¬ 
ceeding  with  consideration  of  whether 
the  application  should  be  approved,  and 
if  so,  under  what  terms  and  conditions. 

Interested  persons  desiring  to  express 
their  views  should  prompUy  send  their 
name  and  address  to  the  District  Man¬ 
ager.  Bureau  of  Land  Management.  P.O. 
Box  1397,  RosweU,  New  Mexico  88201. 

Fred  E.  Padilla, 

Chief,  Branch  of  Lands  and 
Minerals  Operations. 

IPR  Doc.77-8852  PUed  3-23-77:8:45  am) 


Fish  and  Wildlife  Service 

ENDANGERED  AND  THREATENED 
SPECIES 

Notice  of  Clarification  of  Status  of  Wild 
Burros 

This  notice  is  issued  by  the  United 
States  Pish  and  WUdlife  Service  in  order 
to  clarify  the  status  of  the  wild  burro 
imder  the  Endangered  Species  Act  of 
1973.  (16  U.S.C.  SS  1531-43)  (Supp  V) 
(hereinafter  the  1973  Act).  It  has  re¬ 
cently  been  determined  that  c(mfuslon 
exists  concern^  the  relationship  be¬ 
tween  the  burros  in  this  country  and  the 
African  wiU  ass  (Equus  asinus),  an  en¬ 
dangered  species.  For  the  reasons  set 
forth  below,  it  is  the  conclusion  of  the 
Service  that  the  American  population  of 
burros  has  never  been  listed  under  the 
1973  Act  or  any  of  its  predecessors. 

Hie  problem  recently  arose  when  taxo¬ 
nomic  simUarlties  were  noted  between 
the  African  wUd  ass  and  the  wUd  burro, 
an  exotic  species  introduced  out  west  dur¬ 
ing  the  earUer  development  of  our  coun¬ 
try.  Further  taxonomic  investigation  in¬ 
dicated  that  the  burro  and  the  African 
wild  ass  were  in  fact  the  same  species. 
This  conclusion  does  not  supiMN-t  the  in¬ 
ference,  however,  that  the  western  wild 
burro  is  presently  listed  as  an  endan¬ 
gered  siiecies. 

TTie  first  endangered  species  act  was 
passed  in  1966  and  was  limited  in  scope 
to  ‘^native”  or  resident  species  of  fish  or 
wildlife  threatened  with  extinction. 
(Public  Law  89-669,  80  Stat  926)  (herein¬ 
after  the  1966  Act).  Section  1(c)  of  the 
1966  Act  stated  that  native  species  of  fish 
or  wildlife  could  be  regarded  as  endan¬ 
gered  if  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior 
found,  after  consultation  with  the  af¬ 
fected  States,  that  their  existence  was 
threatened  b^ause  of  certain  enumer¬ 
ated  factors.  Hie  Secretary  was  directed 
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to  publish  in  the  Federal  Register  a  list 
of  those  native  species  determined  by  the 
Secretary  to  be  endangered.  Such  a  list 
was  published  cm  March  8. 1969  at  34  FR 
5034  without  a  reference  to  either  the 
wild  burro  or  Eguus  asinus.  Nor  were  any 
of  the  “affected”  western  States  ever  con¬ 
sulted  over  the  possible  listing  of  the 
wild  burro  as  an  endangered  species. 

The  Endangered  Species  Conservation 
Act  of  1969,  (Public  Law  91-135,  63  Stat. 
275)  (hereinafter  the  1969  Act) ,  expanded 
the  1966  Act  by  authorizing  the  listing  of 
foreign  species  of  fish  or  wildhfe  which 
were  threatened  with  worldwide  extinc¬ 
tion.  In  a  proposed  rulemaking  on  April 
14,  1970,  35  FR  6060,  the  Secretary  set 
forth  the  original  list  of  endangered  for¬ 
eign  species.  Appendix  A,  entitled  “Sec¬ 
retary  of  the  Interior’s  List  of  Species 
and  Subspecies  Threatened  With  Ebctinc- 
tion  In  Other  Countries",  contained  the 
following  entries: 


Common  name 

Scientific  name 

Where  found 

Somali  wild  ass. 

Eguut  atinui 

Ethiopia,  .°k)ina1ia. 

tomalietu. 

Nubian  wild 

JupiMt  atinut 

Ethiopia. 

ass. 

africanut. 

When  the  final  rulemaking  for  the  for¬ 
eign  list  was  published  on  June  2,  1970, 
35  FR  8491,  Appendix  A  was  retitled  to 
read  “Unit^  States  List  of  Endangered 
Foreign  Fish  and  Wildlife.”  The  above 
entries  were  condensed  into  one: 


Common 

Scientific 

Where  found 

name 

name 

African  wild 

FxjUMt 

Ethiopia,  Somalia,  Su- 

ass. 

atinu4. 

dan. 

It  is  interesting  to  note  that  for  those 
Appendix  A  species  which  Included  res¬ 
ident  populations  in  the  United.  States, 
the  “where  found”  entry  included  a  spe¬ 
cific  reference  to  the  United  States.  Thus 
the  entry  for  the  whooping  crane  read 
as  follows: 


Common 

SclenHfic 

Where  found 

name 

name 

Whooping 

Otu$  amtH- 

Canada,  United  States. 

crane. 

canut. 

The  entry  for  the  African  wild  ass  con¬ 
tained  no  such  reference  to  the  United 
States,  and  hence  is  additional  evidence 
that  the  native  population  of  wild  bur¬ 
ros  was  never  considered  for  listing  un¬ 
der  the  1969  Act. 

This  conclusion  is  further  supported 
by  the  first  list  of  native  endangered 
species  developed  under  the  1969  Act. 
Published  as  a  proposed  rulemaking  on 
August  25,  1970,  35  FR  13519,  and  a  final 
rulemaking  on  October  13,  1970,  35  FR 
16047,  the  native  list  was  again  devoid 
of  any  mention  of  the  wild  burro  or 
Eguus  asinus. 

Except  in  very  limited  circumstances, 
the  1973  Act  retained  the  lists  published 
under  the  1969  Act.  The  new  Act  also 
abandoned  the  distinctiim  between  na¬ 
tive  and  foreign  lists  and  a  combined 
list  was  eventually  published  <m  Septem¬ 
ber  26,  1975  at  40  FR  44412.  The  present 
listing  for  the  African  Wild  ass  is  as 
follows: 


Speeiee 

Range 

Common  name  Sdentlfle 

niLTnM 

_  „  Portion  of  Status 

Pops*-  Known  distribution  range  where 

Ishon  endangered 

or  threatened 

When  Special 
listed  rules 

MAUMALS 

Ass,  African  wild..  ICguui 

a$inu$. 

(*)  Ethiopia,  Somalia,  Sudan.  Entire  E 

3  O 

<  Xot  available. 


Tlie  existing  confusion  over  the  status 
of  the  -wild  burro  stems  from  the  fact 
that  the  present  listing  for  Eguus  asinus 
covers  its  entire  range  and  is  not  specif¬ 
ically  limited  to  the  African  population 
in  Ethiopia,  Somalia  and  Sudan.  Thus, 
the  “population”  column  for  the  African 
wild  ass  entry  contains  the  notation 
“N/A”  for  “not  applicable.”  This  was 
quite  logical  when  the  list  was  published 
in  September  of  1975  because  the  Afri¬ 
can  population  was  the  only  known  one 
in  existence,  as  evidenced  by  the  refer¬ 
ence  to  Ethiopia,  Scmialia  and  Sudan 
under  the  “known  distribution”  column. 
There  was  no  need,  therefore,  to  be  spe¬ 
cifically  selective  in  the  listing  process 
since  the  African  population  was  syn- 
onjTnous  with  the  entire  known  range  of 
the  African  wild  ass.  The  Service  only 
utilizes  the  population  concept  in  listing 
when  it  deems  it  necessary  to  discrimi¬ 
nate  between  two  or  more  known  popula¬ 
tions  of  a  particular  species.  This  was 
simply  not  the  case  with  the  African 
wild  ass  in  September  of  1975. 

In  summary,  it  has  been  clearly 
shown  that  throughout  the  entire  listing 
and  relisting  process  under  three  en¬ 
dangered  species  acts,  the  western  wild 
burro  has  never  been  considered  for 
designation  as  an  endangered  species. 
Eguus  asinus  has  alwas^s  been  treated 
administratively  as  a  foreign  species  and 
was  never  included  on  a  native  list  of  en¬ 
dangered  species.  Furthermore,  the  pro¬ 
cedural  requirements  for  consultation 
with  affected  States  during  the  listing  of 
a  native  species  were  never  complied 
with.  An  undesignated  native  population 
of  a  listed  foreign  species  cannot  be 
bootstrapped  into  coverage  under  the 
1973  Act  because  of  a  clerical  ambiguity 
wiUi  the  list. 

Congress,  itself,  has  implicitly  recog¬ 
nized  the  unlist^  status  ■  of  the  wild 
bimro  with  the  passage  in  1971  of  the 
Wild  Free-Roaming  Horses  and  Burros 
Act  (16  UB.C.  §§  1331-40)  (Supp.  V). 
'Throughout  the  entire  legislative  history 
of  the  Act,  there  is  not  a  single  reference 
to  the  wild  burro’s  classification  as  an 
endangered  species.  Congressional  si¬ 
lence  on  this  ma^r  would  have  been 
highly  unlikely  if  the  wild  burro  had 
been  actually  listed  under  the  1969  Act. 

’The  Service  Intends  to  correct  the 
teclinical  deficiency  of  the  present  entry 
for  the  African  wild  ass  when  it  repub¬ 
lishes  the  updated  list  of  endangered 
and  threatened  species  in  the  fall.  ’The 
word  “Ethiopia,  Somalia  and  Sudan” 
will  be  inserted  imder  the  “population" 
column  in  place  the  present  letters 
“N/A”.  'This  will  be  a  purely  clerical 


modification  and  in  no  way  should  be  in¬ 
terpreted  as  evidence  that  the  wild 
burro  is  presently  listed  under  the  1973 
Act. 

Dated:  March  11,  1977. 

F.  Eugene  Hester, 
Acting  Director,  United  States 
Fish  and  Wildlife  Service. 

(FR  Doc.77-8741  Piled  3-23-77;8:45  am] 


Office  of  Hearings  and  Appeals 
[Docket  No.  M  77-126] 

BIG  HILL  COAL  CO. 

Petition  for  Modification  of  Application  of 
Mandatory  Safety  Standard 

Notice  Is  hereby  given  that  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  the  provisions  of  section  301 
(c)  of  the  Federal  Coal  Mine  Health  and 
Safety  Act  of  1969,  30  U.S.C.  861(c) 
(1970),  Big  Hill  Coal  Company,  Hatfield, 
Kentucky,  has  filed  a  petition  to  modify 
the  application  of  30  CFR  75.1710,  cabs 
or  canopies  to  its  Kentucky  Mine  No.  2, 
located  in  Pike  County,  Kentucky. 

'The  substance  of  Petitioner’s  state¬ 
ment  is  as  follows: 

1.  Petitioner’s  Operation  is  in  the  Thacker 
Seam  which  varies  In  height  from  38  to  50 
inches.  Petitioner  has  two  65C  shuttle  cars, 
which  are  38  Inches  high,  an  IIRU  cutting 
machine  38  Inches  high,  a  14-7  loader  38 
inches  high,  and  two  86  S  &  S  scoops,  38 
inches  high. 

2.  Petitioner  employs  42  men  and  has  dls- 
ciTssed  with  its  men  the  regulation  requiring 
a  canopy  to  be  placed  over  equipment  to 
withstand  9  tons  or  18,000  pounds  of  weight. 
It  is  impossible  in  this  low  coal  to  have  can¬ 
opies  on  its  up-to-date  modern  equipment. 
The  coal  seam  is  not  high  enough  to  comply 
with  this  regulation.  Petitioner  feels  It  will 
be  impossible  to  Install  canopies  on  its  equip¬ 
ment.  Canopies  would  hit  the  top,  loosen 
the  top,  cause  rock  falls,  and  shear  olT  roof 
bolts,  causing  the  top  to  fall.  Petitioner 
would  not  be  able  to  lift  the  equipment  to 
move  it  at  an  angle,  it  would  block  vision, 
and  it  would  cramp  the  men  in  the  operation 
of  their  equipment  by  not  permitting  suffi¬ 
cient  arm  movements. 

3.  Petitioner  has  been  in  the  mining  busi¬ 
ness  for  17  years,  and  to  this  date,  has  not 
had  a  fatal  accident. 

Request  for  Hearing  or  Comments 

Persons  interested  in  this  petition  may 
request  a  hearing  on  the  petition  or  fur¬ 
nish  comments  on  or  before  April  25, 
-1977.  Such  requests  or  ccxnments  must 
be  filed  with  the  Office  of  Hearings  and 
Appeals,  Hearings  Division.  U.S.  Depart¬ 
ment  of  the  Interior,  4015  Wilson  Bou¬ 
levard.  Arlington,  Virginia  22203.  Copies 
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of  the  petition  are  available  for  Inspec¬ 
tion  at  that  address. 

David  Torbett, 
Acting  Director, 
Office  of  Hearings  and  Appeals. 

March  17.  1977. 

IPR  Doc.77-87(n  Piled  3-23  77.8:45  ami 


(Dockert  No.  M  77-133 1 

CANNELTON  INDUSTRIES,  INC. 

Petition  for  Modification  of  Application  of 
Mandatory  Safety  Standard 

Notice  Is  hereby  given  that  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  the  provisions  of  section  301 
(c)  of  the  Federal  Coal  Mine  Health  and 
Safety  Act  of  1969,  30  U.S.C.  861(c) 
(1970),  Cannellton  Industries,  Inc.,  P.O. 
Box  553,  Charleston,  West  Virginia 
25322,  has  filed  a  petition  to  modify  the 
application  of  30  (7FR  75.1405,  automatic 
couplers,  to  its  Pocahontas  Nos.  3  and  4 
Mines,  located  in  McDowell  County,  West 
Virginia. 

The  substance  of  Petitioner's  state¬ 
ment  is  as  follows: 

1.  Petitioner  avers  that  the  i^jpllcatlon  of 
the  above-stated  standard  to  Its  mines  will 
result  in  a  diminution  of  safety  to  the  miners 
in  such  mines  and  that  it  has  an  alternative 
method  which  will  at  all  times  guarantee  no 
less  than  the  same  measure  of  protection 
afforded  the  miners  of  such  mine  by  such 
standards. 

2.  Petitioner  operates  the  Pocahontas  Nos. 
3  and  4  Mines.  These  mines  are  actually  op¬ 
erated  and  are  considered  by  the  Mining 
Enforcement  and  Safety  Administration 
("MESA”)  as  one  mine.  The  mine  operates  In 
two  coal  seams,  one  being  approximately  60 
feet  deeper  In  the  ground  and  directly  below 
the  other.  The  two.leveIs  of  the  mine  are  in¬ 
terconnected  by  a  common  tract  haulage 
system  by  which  coal  Is  hauled  from  the 
working  section  to  a  common  shaft  bottom. 
The  present  haulage  equipment  consists  of 
mine  oars  and  locomotives  equipped  with 
hlnged-llnk-coupllng  devices.  The  mine  cars 
were  purchased  in  1960. 

3.  During  the  haulage  cycle,  empty  cars 
are  coupled  at  the  shaft  bottom  and  hauled 
by  a  pusher-puller  locomotive  system  to  the 
individual  working  sections.  The  lead 
(puller)  locomotive  pulls  the  empty  cars  to 
the  switching  point  of  the  section  loop,  stops, 
uncouples  and  moves  out  of  the  switching 
area.  Then  the  pusher  locomotive  pushes  the 
empty  cars  flush  against  the  empty  cars  that 
are  already  on  the  loop,  after  which  the  two 
trips  of  empties  are  coupled  together.  During 
this  period,  the  lead  locomotive  travels  to 
the  side  of  the  loc^  where  loaded  cars  are 
located,  pulls  flush  against  the  loaded  cars, 
couples  to  them,  and  pulls  the  loaded  cars 
onto  the  main  line.  After  the  pusher  locomo¬ 
tive  has  delivered  the  trip  of  empties.  It 
travels  to  the  side  of  the  loop  where  the  lead 
locomotive  has  pulled  loaded  cars  onto  the 
main  line,  stops  against  the  load,  couples  to 
the  trailing  mine  car  and  the  loaded  cars 
are  hauled  to  the  shaft  bottom. 

4.  When  the  loaded  cars  arrive  at  the  shaft's 
bottom,  they  are  pulled  past  a  crossover 
switch  and  stopped.  The  trailing  locomotive 
uncouples  and  backs  out  of  the  area.  The  lead 
locomotive  then  pushes  the  loaded  cars  onto 
two  load  tracks  at  the  shaft  bottom  where 
loaded  cars  are  alternately  fed  to  the  hoist 
Installation  at  the  shaft  bottom. 

5.  The  hoisting  assembly  at  the  shaft  con¬ 
sists  of  a  dual  compartment,  balanced  cage 
method,  by  which  a  loaded  car  Is  hoisted  to 
the  surface  at  the  same  time  an  empty  car 
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is  lowered  to  the  shaft  bottom.  At  the  shaft 
bottom,  loaded  ears  are  located  on  two  sep¬ 
arate  tracks,  side  by  side,  which  are  on  a 
slight  downgrade  toward  the  cage  area  at 
the  shaft  bottom.  On  each  of  the  two  tracks 
that  feed  loculed  cars  onto  the  cage,  there  are 
two  sets  of  stops  or  "dogs,"  one  of  which 
holds  the  next  loaded  car.  When  the  empty 
car  in  the  cage  reaches  the  shaft  bottom,  an 
automatic  release  mechanism  releases  a  load¬ 
ed  car.  The  loaded  car  has  been  previously 
uncoupled  from  other  loaded  cars  by  the  cage 
operator.  The  loaded  car  moves  toward  the 
cage  area  by  gravity,  bumps  the  empty  car 
off  the  cage  area  and  as  the  empty  car  crosses 
off  the  cage,  it  automatically  triggers  "dogs” 
located  in  the  cage  area  and  positions  the 
loaded  car  for  hoisting.  The  empty  car,  after 
It  Is  bumped  off  the  cage  area,  travels  by 
gravity  to  the  empty  car  track  where  It  is 
coupled  to  other  empty  cars  by  the  "car 
coupler.” 

6.  Under  the  present  haulage  system,  the 
vast  majority  of  couplings  and  uncoupllngs 
take  place  at  the  shaft  bottom.  Each  individ¬ 
ual  car  is  uncoupled  at  the  shaft  bottom  area 
by  a  cage  operator  just  before  it  goes  onto 
the  cage  for  hoisting  to  the  surface.  After 
empty  cars  cmne  off  the  cage,  they  drift  to  an 
area  where  they  are  coupled  together  by  a 
car  coupler.  To  uncouple  the  blnged-llnk 
coupling,  a  person  stands  off  to  the  side  of 
the  two  cars  to  be  uncoupled  and  reaches 
over  between  the  two  cars  and  removes  a 
pin  from  the  coupling  device.  To  couple  the 
hinged-link,  a  person  stands  to  the  side  of 
the  two  cars  to  be  coupled,  lifts  the  link  at¬ 
tached  to  one  car  and  places  it  on  the  bumper 
of  the  other  car. 

7.  When  cars  are  uncoupled  and  coupled 
In  Petitioner’s  mine,  basic  safety  procedures 
are  followed  and  Petitioner  is  not  aware  of 
other  procediires  that  could  be  implemented 
to  improve  the  safety  of  the  m'orking  condi¬ 
tions  on  the  present  system. 

8.  Between  1958  and  the  present.  Peti¬ 
tioner  has  continued  to  Investigate  the  pos¬ 
sibility  of  Improving  the  safety  of  the  work¬ 
ing  conditions  on  Its  present  haulage  system. 
Such  investigation  was  Intensified  in  1973 
and  1974  in  connection  with  a  prior  petition 
for  modification  proceeding  under  the  Act 
(Docket  No.  M  73-19).  In  that  proceeding, 
it  was  determined  that  the  mine  haulage 
equipment  should  continue  to  use  hlnged- 
llnk  couplers  until  March  30,  1977.  Since 
that  time,  Cannelton  has  continued  to  in¬ 
vestigate  the  possibility  of  conversion  to 
automatic  couplers  but  has  determined  that 
when  all  factors  are  considered  the  conver¬ 
sion  to  and  use  of  automatic  couplers  will 
result  In  a  diminution  of  safety  to  the  miners 
in  its  Mine  Nos.  3  and  4  and  the  present  sys¬ 
tem  will  at  all  times  guarantee  no  less  than 
the  same  measure  of  protection  that  would 
be  afforded  to  the  miners  In  Its  mine  if  the 
sirstem  were  converted  to  Include  automatic 
couplers. 

9.  No  imminent  danger  Is  involved. 
Request  for  Hearing  or  Comments 

Persons  interested  in  this  petitiim  may 
request  a  hearing  on  the  petition  or  fur¬ 
nish  comments  on  or  before  April  25, 
1977.  Such  requests  or  comments  must 
be  filed  with  the  Office  of  Hearings  and 
Appeals,  Hearings  Division,  U.S.  Depart¬ 
ment  of  the  Interior,  4015  Wilson  Boule¬ 
vard,  Arlington,  Virginia  22203.  Copies  of 
the  petition  are  available  for  inspection 
at  that  address. 

David  Torbett, 

Acting  Director, 
Office  of  Hearings  and  Appeals. 

March  17,  1977. 

|FR  Doc.77-8703  Filed  3-23-77:8  45  am^ 
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C.C.C.  POMPEY  COAL  CO„  INC. 

Petition  for  Modification  of  Application  of 
Mandatory  Safety  Standard 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  in  accord - 
smce  with  the  provisions  of  section  301 
(c)  of  the  Federal  Coal  Mine  Health  and 
Safety  Act  of  1969,  30  U.S.C.  861(0 
(1970),  C.C.C.-Pompey  Coal  Co..  Inc., 
Billiard,  Kentucky,  has  filed  a  petition  to 
modify  the  application  of  30  CFR  75.- 
1710,  cabs  or  canopies  to  its  No.  3  Mine, 
located  in  Pike  County.  Kentucky. 

The  substance  of  Petitioner’s  state¬ 
ment  is  as  follows: 

1.  In  the  mine  described  below,  operstionn 
are  proceeding  In  seams  of  coal  of  heights 
which,  when  mined,  do  not  permit  clearance 
between  the  top  of  operated  equipment  and 
the  roof,  adequate  in  nature  to  allow  Instal¬ 
lation  of  canopies  for  protection  of  operators, 
without  the  creation  of  other  and  additional 
hazards.  In  all  of  its  mines,  the  seam  height 
varies  significantly  within  all  entries,  and 
from  section  to  section,  and  within  each  sec¬ 
tion.  Therefore,  hazards  from  roof  contact 
exist  in  all  mines  covered  by  this  petition 
at  areas  where  low  seams,  or  rolls,  dips  and 
other  seam  variation  drop  to  the  vicinity 
of  equipment  height.  Petitioner  has  installed 
canopies  on  equipment  where  repeated  con¬ 
tact  with  the  roof  does  not  occur. 

2.  Petitioner  has  consulted  with  MESA 
TechnicsU  Support  (Tenter,  and  continues  to 
experiment  with  canopy  installations.  In  this 
regard.  Petitioner’s  greatest  problem  In  ex¬ 
tending  use  of  canopies  has  been  operator 
acceptance,  and  it  has  been  able  to  gain  no 
significant  experience  with  proto- type  can¬ 
opies  at  the  mines  covered  by  this  petition 
because  of  refusal  of  many  miners  to  operate 
the  equipment.  This  subjective  reaction  is 
predictable  in  situations  of  seams  42  inches 
in  height  and  under,  but  is  extremely  dlfS- 
cult  to  desd  with  because  of  the  actions  of 
an  Individual  miner  In  withdrawing  from 
conditions  which  he  believes  to  be  abnormal 
and  dangerous. 

3.  Petitioner  presently  operates  one  wcM-k- 
Ing  section  in  seam  heights  of  37  to  48  Inches, 
using  cutting  machines  with  associated  roof 
bolters,  scoops  and  belt  lines  with  heights 
from  28  to  36  Inches. 

4.  Petitioner  submits  that  the  application 
of  the  regulations  will  result  in  a  diminu¬ 
tion  of  safety  and  is  impossible  to  apply. 

5.  Petitioner  asserts  that  appllcfitlon  of  30 
CFR  75.1710-1  would  result  in  a  diminution 
of  safety  to  its  employees  In  that; 

(a)  Petitioner  is  constantly  encountering 
undulations  in  the  height  of  Its  coal  seam. 

(b)  As  a  result  of  the  undulations  in  seam 
height  the  likelihood  of  jamming  the  canopy 
against  the  roof  is  Increased.  Moreover,  safe 
clearance  from  the  roof  is  not  assured  in 
that  roof  bolts  have  been  and  will  continue 
to  be  sheared  or  dislodged  thereby  creating 
a  greater  risk  of  roof  fall  and  injury  to 
employees  than  would  exist  otherwise. 

(c)  Technology  In  the  Industry  is  not 
available  to  design,  and  Install  canopies  on 
existing  equipment  which  will  protect  the 
operators  in  the  conditions  described  above, 
insure  vision  and  safe  operation,  and  pre¬ 
vent  the  hazards  described  herein.  Instead, 
results  of  attempts  to  do  so  have  included 
the  following: 

(1)  Crammed  and  awkward  operator  posi¬ 
tions  cause  operators  to  leave  cabs  more 
frequently,  and  in  situations  which  expose 
them  to  hazards  of  mining  equipment. 

(2)  Poor  vision  causes  the  operator  to  put 
his  head  outside  of  the  equipment,  which  ex¬ 
poses  him  to  hazards  of  moving  equipment. 

(3)  (Thanges  in  conditions  after  Installa¬ 
tion  of  canopies,  caused  by  variations  In 
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seam  height  and  undulations  cause  equip¬ 
ment  clearance  Co  be  inadequate  and  cause 
collissions  with  the  top,  shearing  roof  bolts, 
damaging  cross  beams,  destroying  equipment 
and  roof  support. 

(d)  In  an  effort  to  solve  problems  of  equip¬ 
ment  modification.  Petitioner  knows  of  con¬ 
sultations  with  the  MESA  Technical  Support 
Center,  which  it  believes  to  be  considering 
the  type  of  problems  described  herein.  Peti¬ 
tioner  does  not  know  the  results  from  such 
consultations.  In  addition.  Petitioner,  as  is 
common  in  the  industry,  is  in  repeated  and 
frequent  consultation  with  vendors  on  equip¬ 
ment  problems,  and  knows  that  vendors  with 
whom  it  has  consulted  are  unable  to  solve 
the  problems  described  herein. 

(e)  Existence  of  the  cab  itself' becomes 
a  hazard  in  seams,  or  in  portions  of  seams, 
in  which  the  Petitioner  operates  as  described 
above,  because  present  equipment  known 
to  the  Petitioner  limits  the  paths  of  escape 
to  an  operator  faced  with  a  roof  or  rib  fall 
In  a  confined  space. 

(f)  Much  of  the  equipment  used  in  these 
mines  was  not  manufactured  or  designed  for 
the  installation  of  canopies  and  Petitioner 
has  been  unable  to  construct  or  purchase 
suitable  canopies  without  encountering  all 
of  the  foregoing  problems. 

(g)  In  petitioning  for  modification  of  the 
mandatory  standard  herein.  Petitioner  is 
forced  to  request  relief  from  all  time  limits 
set  forth  in  30  CFR  75.1710-1  as  applied  to 
date  because  of  the  variations  described 
above  within  its  mine.  The  standard  pre¬ 
scribes  time  limits  for  use  of  canopies  based 
upon  maximum  height  within  a  mine.  If  the 
standard  becomes  immediately  applicable 
throughout  the  ■  mine.  Petitioner  is  being 
forced  to  install  canopies  in  the  lower  reaches 
of  coal  before  other  coal  mine  oi>eratora  in 
like  situations  are  required  to  do  so.  If  the 
different  time  limits  are  to  apply  to  the  sep¬ 
arate  mining  sections  or  other  areas  in  the 
mines,  then  Petitioner  is  faced  with  a  vague 
and  unpredictable  situation  as  mining  un¬ 
covers  new  conditions  and  is  left  with  little 
time  to  comply,  or  where  compliance  is  im¬ 
possible  as  described  herein,  the  mine  may 
be  rendered  worthless  and  completely  in¬ 
operable. 

Request  for  Hearing  or  Comments 

Persons  Interested  In  this  petition  may 
request  a  hearing  on  the  petition  or  fur¬ 
nish  comments  on  or  before  April  25, 
1977,  Such  requests  or  comments  must 
be  filed  with  the  OfiBce  of  Hearings  and 
Appeals,  Hearings  Division,  U.S.  De¬ 
partment  of  the  Interior,  4015  Wilson 
Boulevard,  Arlington,  Virginia  22203. 
Copies  of  the  petition  are  available  for 
Inspection  at  that  address. 

David  Torbett, 

Acting  Director. 
Office  of  Hearings  and  Appeals. 

March  17,  1977. 

[FR  Doc.77-8704  Piled  3-23-77;8:45  am] 


(Docket  No.  M  77-133] 

CONSOLIDATION  COAL  CO. 

Petition  for  Modification  of  Application  of 
Mandatory  Safety  Standard 

Notice  Is  hereby  given  that  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  the  provisions  of  section  301 
(c)  of  the  Federal  Coal  Mine  Health  and 
Safety  Act  of  1969,  30  UJS.C.*  861(c) 
(1970),  Consolidation  Coal  Company. 
Ninth  Floor,  Oliver  Building,  Pittsburgh, 
Pennsylvania  15222,  has  filed  a  petition 


to  modify  the  application  of  30  CFR  75.- 
1700,  oil  and  gas  wells  to  Its  Westland 
Mine,  located  In  Washington  County, 
Pennsylvania. 

The  substance  of  Petitioner’s  state¬ 
ment  is  as  follows: 

1.  The  borehole  of  an  abandoned  gas  well 
(being  identified  by  the  Division  of  Oil  and 
Gas  of  the  Pennsylvania  Department  of  En¬ 
vironmental  Resources  in  its  plugging  file  as 
Well  WAS-21053-P  and  by  PetlUoner  as  No. 
14)  penetrates  the  Pittsburgh  Coal  Seam  in 
the  North  Main  Section  of  the  Westland  Mine 
where  Petitioner  Intends  to  mine. 

2.  The  Barrier  around  the  well,  required 
by  75.1700,  interferes  with  Petitioner’s  (1) 
maintenance  of  effective  ventUation,  and  (2) 
Improvement  of  mining  safety  and  conserva¬ 
tion  by  requiring  a  barrier  of  coal  when  mca« 
efficient  and  secure  methods  to  prevent  well 
gas  leaks  are  available. 

3.  Extensive  research  conducted  by  the 
United  States  Bureau  of  Mines  and  Energy 
Research  and  Development  Administration 
(“ERDA”)  has  developed  feasible  and  safe 
methods  to  plug  abandoned  gas  wells  and 
eliminate  the  need  for  coal  barriers  aro\md 
such  wells.  This  research  has  disclosed  that 
certain  plugging  methods  can  effectively  pre¬ 
vent  explosive  well  gases  from  entering  the 
mine  during  regular  mining  operations  and 
allow  additional  safety  and  operational  bene¬ 
fits  that  are  not  possible  under  75.1700. 

4.  In  lieu  of  leaving  and  maintaining  the 
barrier  pUlars  required  by  75.1700,  Petitioner 
proposes  to  clean  out,  if  necessary,  and  plug 
the  well  in  the  North  Main  Section  of  the 
Westland  Mine  using  a  proven  technique  de¬ 
veloped  through  the  cooperation  of  the 
United  States  Bureau  of  Mines,  the  Energy 
Research  and  Development  Administration 
and  the  Mining  Enforcement  and  Safety  Ad¬ 
ministration  (kCESA),  the  Bureau  of  Deep 
Mine  Safety  of  the  Commonwealth  of  Penn¬ 
sylvania  and  the  coal  Industry. 

5.  The  procedure  essentially  Involves  the 
placing  of  a  plug  in  the  wellbore  below  the 
base  of  the  Pittsburgh  coalbed  which  will 
prevent  any  natural  gas  from  entering  the 
mine  after  the  well  is  mined  through.  There¬ 
after,  Petitioner  proposes  to  mine  through 
the  barrier  pillar  in  the  normal  mining  cycle 
and  in  accordance  with  mining  projections 
approved  by  the  MESA  District  Manager  and 
with  procedures  and  safeguards  as  may  be 
determined  by  the  parties  to  be  appropriate 
in  the  circumstances. 

6.  The  proposed  alternative  method  de¬ 
scribed  herein  at  all  times  will  guarantee  no 
less  than  the  same  measure  of  protection 
afforded  the  miners  at  the  Westland  Mine 
as  that  afforded  by  30  CFR  75.1700  and  will 
afford : 

(1)  The  elimination  of  possible  gas  fiow 
path; 

(2)  The  simplification  of  the  mine  ventila¬ 
tion  system;  and 

(3)  The  utilization  of  a  long- wall  mining 
system. 

Request  for  Hearing  or  Comments 

Persons  interested  in  this  petition  may 
request  a  hearing  on  the  petition  or  fur¬ 
nish  comments  on  or  before  April  25, 
1977.  Such  requests  or  comments  must 
be  filed  with  the  OfiBce  of  Hearings  and 
Appeals,  Hearings  Division,  UB.  Depart¬ 
ment  of  the  Interior,  4015  Wilson  Boule¬ 
vard,  Arlington,  Virginia  22203.  Copies  of 
the  petition  are  available  for  inspection 
at  that  address. 

David  Torbett, 

Acting  Director, 
Office  of  Hearings  and  Appeals. 

(FR  Doc .77-8705  Filed  3-23-77; 8: 45  am] 


(Docket  No.  M  77-129] 

LEECO.,  INC. 

Petition  for  Modification  of  Application  of 
Mandatory  Safety  Standard 

Notice  Is  hereby  given  that  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  the  provision  of  section  301(c) 
of  the  Federal  Coal  Mine  Health  and 
Safety  Act  of  1969,  30  U.S.C.  861(c) 
(1970),  Leeco,  Inc.,  Route  9,  Box  15, 
London,  Kentucky  40741,  has  filed  a  peti¬ 
tion  to  modify  the  application  of  30  CFR 
75.1  lOlt  deluge-type  water  sprays,  foam 
g^erators,  main  and  secondary  belt- 
conveyor  drives, “to  its  No.  3,  No.  18,  No. 
20  and  No.  22  Mines,  located  in  Clay, 
Jackson  and  Leslie  Counties.  Kentucky. 

The  substance  of  Petitioner’s  state¬ 
ment  is  as  follows ; 

1.  The  alternate  method  proposed  by  Peti¬ 
tioner  and  the  reason  that  such  method  at 
aU  times  guarantees  no  less  than  the  same 
measure  of  protection  afforded  by  the  man¬ 
datory  standards  are  as  follows; 

(a)  In  lieu  of  a  deluge-type  system,  Peti¬ 
tioner  will  position  a  worker  at  each  main 
or  secondary  belt  conveym*  drive,  whenever 
the  belt  Is  in  operation.  Also,  a  50-foot  fire 
hose  will  be  provided  at  each  belt  conveyor 
drive.  It  Is  Petitioner’s  contention  that  the 
procedure  outlined  above  wiU  provide  pro¬ 
tection  equal  to  the  protection  afforded  by 
the  mandatory  standard. 

(b)  TherefOTO,  Petitioner  respectfully  re¬ 
quests  relief  from  this  section  of  the  law  at 
Its  Mine  No.  3,  Mine  No.  18,  Mine  No.  20,  and 
Mine  No.  22. 

Request  for  Hearing  or  Comments 

Persons  interested  in  this  petition  may 
request  a  hearing  on  the  petition  or  fur¬ 
nish  ccxnments  on  or  before  April  25, 
1977.  Such  requests  or  comments  must 
be  filed  with  the  OfiBcesof  Hearings  and 
Appeals,  Hearings  Division,  UJ3.  De¬ 
partment  of  the  Interior,  4015  Wilson 
Boulevard,  Arlington,  Virginia  22203. 
Copies  of  the  petition  are  available  for 
inspection  at  that  address. 

‘  David  Torbett, 

Acting  Director, 
Office  of  Hearings  and  Appeals. 

March  17,  1977. 

(FR  Doc.77-8706  Filed  3-23-77;8:45  am] 


(Docket  No.  M  77-130] 

LEECO.,  INC. 

Petition  for  Modification  of  Application  of 
*  Mandatory  Safety  Standard 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  the  provisions  of  section  301(c) 
of  the  Federal  Coal  Mine  Health  and 
Safety  Act  of  1969,  30  U.S.C.  861(c) 
(1970) .  Leeco,  Inc.,  Route  9,  Box  15.  Lon¬ 
don.  Kentucky  40741,  has  filed  a  petition 
to  modify  the  application  of  30  CFR 
75.1102,  slippage  and  sequence  switches, 
to  its  No.  3,  No.  18,  No.  20  and  No.  22 
Mines,  located  in  Clay,  Jackson  and  Les¬ 
lie  Counties,  Kentucky. 

The  substance  of  Petitioner’s  state¬ 
ment  is  as  follows: 

1.  The  alternate  method  proposed  by  Peti¬ 
tioner  and  the  reason  that  such  method  at 
all  times  guarantees  no  less  than  the  same 
measure  of  protection  afforded  by  the  man¬ 
datory  standards  are  as  follows: 
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(a)  In  Uea  of  sUpfMgv  uid  seqxience 
twitches,  PsUttooer  wUl  position  s  wocksr 
at  each  or  secondary  belt  drtrs^  when* 
ever  the  belt  Is  In  opwatlon.  A  stop-start 
control  will  be  provided  at  each  belt  drive, 
so  that  the  belt  can  be  stopped  and  started 
manually.  It  Is  Petitioner’s  contention  that 
the  procedure  outlined  above  will  provide 
protection  equal  to  the  protection  afforded 
by  the  mandatory  standard. 

(b)  Therefore.  Petitioner  respectfully  re¬ 
quests  relief  from  this  section  of  the  law  at 
Its  Mine  No.  3.  Mine  No.  18,  Mine  No.  20,  and 
Mine  No.  22. 

Request  for  Hearing  or  Comments 

Persons  interested  in  this  petition  may 
request  a  hearing  tm  the  petition  or  fur¬ 
nish  comments  on  or  before  April  25. 
1977.  Such  requests  or  cwnments  must 
be  filed  with  the  Office  of  Hearings  and 
Appeals,  Hearings  Division.  U.8.  Depart¬ 
ment  of  the  Interior,  4015  Wilson  Boule¬ 
vard,  Arlington,  Virginia  22203.  Copies 
of  the  petition  are  available  for  inspec¬ 
tion  at  that  address. 

David  Torbett, 

.  Acting  Director, 
Office  of  Hearings  and  Appeals. 

March  17.  1977. 

[PB  Doc.77-8707  Piled  3-23-77.8:45  am] 


[Docket  No.  M  77-131] 

PITTSBURG  &  MIDWAY  COAL  MINING 
CO. 

Petition  for  Modification  of  Application  of 
Mandatory  Safety  Standard 

Notice  Is  hereby  given  that  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  the  provisions  oi  section  301 
(c)  of  the  Federal  Coal  Mine  Health  and 
Safety  Act  of  1969,  30  UB.C.  861(c) 
(1970),  Pittsburg  &  Midway  Coal  Mining 
Co.,  1720  South  Bellalre  Street,  Denver, 
Colorado  80222,  has  filed  a  petiticm  to 
modify  the  application  of  30  CFR  77.803, 
fall  safe  ground  check  circuits  on  high- 
voltage  resistance  grounded  systems,  to 
its  ColcHilal  Mine,  located  in  Hopkins 
County.  Kentucky. 

The  substance  of  Petitioner's  state¬ 
ment  is  as  follows: 

1.  Petitioner’s  mine  Is  s  surface  mine.  The 
equipment  at  Petitioner’s  mine  tipple  Is 
served  by  a  high-voltage,  resistance  grounded 
substation,  located  iq>proxlmately  200  feet 
from  the  tipple.  All  eqiUpment  served  by  this 
substation  Is  stationary. 

2.  Petitioner  has  Invested  considerable  time 
and  money  to  Install  a  stationary,  high- 
voltage,  resistance  grounded  power  substa¬ 
tion  which  utilizes  a  combination  of  burled 
power  conductors  and  a  rigid  metal  conduit: 
Permanent  ground  beds  are  located  at  the 
source  transfcMmer  and  loads,  and  are  con¬ 
nected  by  a  grounding  conductor  buried  along 
with  the  power  conductors  and  enclosed  in¬ 
side  the  same  conduits. 

3.  The  resistance-grounded  power  system 
developed  by  Petitioner  and  Implemented  at 
Petitioner’s  Colonial  Mine  tipple  substation 
relies  upon  the  existence  of  a  grounding  path 
of  low  Impedance  from  the  transformer  core 
and  enclosure  to  the  cables  and  loads  that 
receive  power  from  the  source  transformer. 

4.  The  equipment  at  the  Ck)lonlal  Mine  tip¬ 
ple  and  served  from  the  substation  Is  sta¬ 
tionary,  as  opposed  to  mobile  or  portable,  and 
Is  groimded  by  the  approved  methods  set 
forth  In  80  CFR  77.700,  30  CFR  77.701  and 
30  CFR  77.703. 


S.  Exhibit  A  Is  a  diagram  Off  PeUttoner’s 
staUmiary.  hl^-vottage.  redstanoe  grounded 
substation  at  the  Colonilal  Mine  and  tipple.^ 

a.  Petitioner  proposes  an  alternative  to  SO 
cm  77.803  for  the  stationary  substation  at 
Its  mine.  This  resistance-grounded  power  sys¬ 
tem,  through  the  utilization  of  burled  cables, 
rigid  metal  conduits  and  permanent  ground 
beds.  Is  an  alternative  system  vHilch  will  at  all 
times  gruuantee  no  less  than  the  same 
measure  of  protection  afforded  the  miners 
at  the  Colonial  Mine  by  the  ^plication  of 
30  CFR  77.803. 

Request  for  Hearing  or  Comments 

Persons  interested  in  this  petition  may 
request  a  hearing  on  the  petition  or  fur¬ 
nish  comments  on  or  before  April  25. 
1977.  Such  requests  or  comments  must  be 
filed  with  the  Office  of  Hearings  and  Ap¬ 
peals.  Hearings  Division.  U.S.  Depart¬ 
ment  of  the  Interior,  4015  Wilson  Boule¬ 
vard,  Arlington.  Virginia  22203.  Copies 
of  the  petition  are  available  for  inspec¬ 
tion  at  that  address. 

David  Torbett, 

Acting  Director, 
Office  of  Hearings  and  Appeals. 

March  17, 1977. 

[PR  Doc.77-8708  Piled  3-23-77:8:45  am] 


(Docket  No.  M  77-128] 

WINDSOR  POWER  HOUSE  COAL  CO. 

Petition  for  Modification  of  Application  of 
Mandatory  Safety  Standard 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  the  provisions  of  section  301 
(c)  of  the  Federal  Coal  Mine  Health  and 
Safety  Act  of  1969,  30  UJS.C.  861(c) 
(1970) ,  Windsor  Power  House  Coal  Com¬ 
pany,  Windsor  Heights.  West  Virginia 
26075,  has  filed  a  petition  to  modify  the 
application  of  30  CTR  75.321,  stoppage  of 
fans,  plans,  to  its  Beech  Bottom  Mine,  lo¬ 
cated  in  Brooke  County,  West  Virginia. 

The  substance  of  'Petitioner's  state¬ 
ment  is  as  follows : 

1.  Petitioner  requesta  30  CTFR  75.331(d)  be 
modified  to  read  as  follows: 

To  provide  for  withdrawal  of  aU  person.^ 
“In  The  Affected  Area**  from  the  mine  If 
ventilation  cannot  be  restored  within  such 
reasonable  time. 

2.  We  have  two  separate  working  areas  in 
the  Beech  Bottom  Mine.  These  working  areas 
at  present  are  approximately  five  miles  apart . 
The  areas  are  ventilated  by  two  distinct  and 
separate  fan  systems  and  these  systems  are 
separated  geographically  by  the  fact  that  the 
main  haulage  and  airway  leaves  one  hill, 
bridges  and  open  ravine,  and  enters  another 
hiU.  Therefore,  we  feel,  that  a  stoppage  of 
the  fan  system  in  one  area  wlU  affect  that 
area'only,  and  vice  versa. 

3.  Petitioner  further  contends  that  there 
Is  no  less  measure  of  safety  to  persons  who 
Are  underground  in  the  areas  not  affected  by 
a  fan  failure  in  either  of  the  fan  systems. 

Request  for  Hearing  of  Comments 

Persons  interested  in  this  petition  may 
request  a  hearing  on  the  petition  or  fur¬ 
nish  comments  on  or  before  April  25, 
1977.  Such  requests  or  comments  must 
be  filed  with  the  Office  of  Hearings  and 


*  Exhibit  A  is  available  for  inspection  at  the 
address  listed  in  the  last  paragraph  of  the 
notice. 


Appeals,  Hearings  Division,  U.S.  Depart¬ 
ment  of  the  Interior,  4015  Wilson  Boule¬ 
vard.  Arlington,  Vli^inia  22203.  Copies 
of  the  petition  are  available  for  inspec¬ 
tion  at  that  address. 

David  Torbett, 

Acting  Director. 

Office  of  Hearings  and  Appeals. 

March  17, 1977. 

[FR  Doc.77-8709  PUed  3-23-77;8:45  am] 


National  Park  Service 

DEVELOPMENT  CONCEPT  PLAN  FOR 

BROAD  STREET  SITE  FORT  SUMTER 

NATIONAL  MONUMENT,  S.C. 

Environmental  Assessment 

In  compliance  with  the  National  En¬ 
vironmental  Policy  Act  of  1969,  the  Na¬ 
tional  Park  Service  has  prepared  an 
environmental  assessment  of  the  fdter- 
natives  for  the  proposed  development  of 
a  tour  boat  operatiem.  visitor  parking  and 
orientation  facility  at  Fort  Sumter  and 
Frnt  Mountrle  National  Monumoit. 
South  Carolina.  After  making  an  envi¬ 
ronmental  review  of  the  assessment,  the 
National  Park  Service  has  concluded 
that  an  environmental  impact  statement 
is  not  needed. 

An  environmental  review  is  on  file  and 
available  for  inspection  at  the  Southeast 
Regional  Office  of  the  National  Park 
Service,  1895  Phoenix  Boulevard.  At¬ 
lanta.  Georgia  30349,  or  the  Office  of  the 
Superintendent,  Fort  Sumter  National 
Monument.  Drawer  R.  Sullivan’s  Island, 
South  Carolina  29482,  upon  request. 
Anyone  desiring  to  conunent  on  the  en¬ 
vironmental  review  should  put  their 
comments  in  writing  and  send  them  to 
the  Regional  Director  at  the  above  ad¬ 
dress  during  the  30-day  review  period. 

The  National  Paiii  Service  Intends  to 
proceed  with  the  project  at  the  end  of 
the  30-day  review  period. 

Dated:  February  23. 1977. 

David  Q.  Wright, 

Acting  Regional  Director, 
Southeast  Region. 

[FR  Doc.77-8692  Filed  3-23-77;8:45  am] 


INTERNATIONAL  TRADE 
COMMISSION 

ENUMERATION  OF  ARTICLES  TO  PROVIDE 
FOR  COMPARABILITY  AMONG  U.S.  IM¬ 
PORT,  PRODUCTION,  AND  EXPORT 
DATA 

Preliminary  Draft  of  Parts;  Release  for 
Public  Comment 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  United 
States  Departments  of  the  Treasury  and 
Commerce  and  the  United  States  Inter¬ 
national  Trade  Commission  are  releasing 
for  public  comment  the  following  prelim¬ 
inary  draft  of  parts  of  an  enumeration 
of  articles  which  will  provide  for  com¬ 
parability  among  ^U.S.  import,  produc- 
ti<m,  and  export  data  pursuant  to  section 
484(e)  of  the  Tariff  Act  of  1930  (19 
U.S.C.  1484(e)),  as  amended  by  section 
608(a)  of  the  Trade  Act  of  1974  (19 

u  s  e.  2101) : 
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Wood  and  wood  products;  cork  and  cork 
products;  bamboo,  rattan,  willow,  and 
chip;  basketwork,  wickerwork,  and  related 
-  products  of  fibrous  vegetable  substances; 
wood  veneers,  plywood  and  other  wood- 
veneer  assemblies  and  building  boards — 
schedule  2,  parts  1,  2,  and  3,  Tariff  Sched¬ 
ules  of  the  United  States  Ai.notated 
(TSXTSA);  release  date:  March  23,  19T7; 
Wearing  appcu-el  and  accessories — schedule  3, 
part  6,  TSUSA;  Headwear  and  hat  braids; 
gloves — schedule  7,  pcu'ts  IB  and  1C, 
TSUSA;  release  date:  March  28,  1977; 
Pigments  and  pigment-like  materials,  inks, 
paints,  and  related  products — schedule  4, 
parts  9B  and  9C,  TSUSA;  release  date: 
AprU  5,  1977; 

Motor  vehicles — schedule  6,  part  6B,  TSUSA; 

release  date:  March  29,  1977; 

Office  machines — schedule  6,  par  40,  TSUSA; 

release  date:  March  23,  1977; 

Radio,  telegraph,  and  telephone  transmission 
and  receiving  apparatus — schedule  6,  part 
fi.  Items  684.62-685.71,  TSUSA;  release 
date:  April  4,  1977; 

Electrical  articles  and  electrical  parts  of 
articles,  no  specially  provided  for — 
schedule  6,  part  6,  Items  685fi0-688.41, 
TSUSA;  release  date:  March  29,  1977; 
Optical  elements,  spectacles,  microscopes, 
and  telescopes;  optical  goods  not  elsewhere 
provided  for;  surveying,  navigational, 
meteorological,  drawing  and  mathematical 
calculating  Instruments,  measuring  and 
checking  Instruments  not  specially  pro¬ 
vided  for;  measuring,  testing,  and  control¬ 
ling  Instruments — scheduled  7,  part  2,  sub¬ 
parts  A,  C,  and  D,  TSUSA;  release  date: 
April  1,  1977. 

Background 

The  preparation  of  the  draft  by  the 
three  agencies  has  generally  proceeded 
from  recommendations  made  in  a  joint 
report  of  the  Secretary  of  Commerce  and 
the  UB.  International  Trade  Commis¬ 
sion,  dated  August  1,  1975,  submitted  to 
Congress  and  the  President  pursuant  to 
section  608(b)  of  the  Trade  Act  of  1974, 
and  entitled  “Principles  and  Concepts 
Which  Should  Guide  the  Organization 
and  Develc^ment  of  an  Enumeration  of 
Articles  Which  Would  Result  in  Compar¬ 
ability  of  U.S.  Import,  Production,  and 
Export  Data.” 

The  report  noted  that  the  principal 
advantages  of  achieving  comparabiUty 
among  impbrt,  production,  and  export 
data  are — 

1.  To  permit  the  development  and  im¬ 
plementation  of  a  more  coordinated  and 
efficient  program  for  the  administration, 
interpretation,  and  maintenance  of  na- 
tirnial  systems; 

2.  To  improve  and  facilitate  the  pub- 
licaticffi  of  trade  data  most  useful  for  in¬ 
ternational  economic  analysis; 

3.  To  permit  more  reliable  analysis  of 
the  impact  of  external  trade  on  domestic 
Industry. 

In  making  specific  recommendations 
concerning  the  organization  and  de¬ 
velopment  of  an  eniuneration  of  articles 
which  would  result  in  comparability,  the 
report  recognized  various  prerequisites 
to  achieving  compt^bility,  such  as  ad¬ 
hering  to  sound  nomenclature  principles, 
«nploying  identical  descriptive  tech¬ 
nique  and  product  definitions,  using  com¬ 
patible  standards  of  valuation  and  mea¬ 
surement,  and  providing  for  centralized 
resp<msibility  for  Interpretation  and  co¬ 


ordinated  responsibility  for  mainte¬ 
nance.  The  report  also  acknowledged 
many  of  the  practical  c(m8ideratlons  in¬ 
volved  in  achieving  comparability  among 
the  three  generally  discordant  classifica¬ 
tion  systems  presently  used  for  the  col¬ 
lection  of  Import,  production,  and  export 
data,  including  reconciling  differences 
among  the  three  existing  systems,  pre¬ 
serving  statistical  continuity,  and  a^iev- 
ing  useful  levels  of  product  ccanpar- 
abillty  with  the  least  disruptive  impact 
<m  current  programs  and  reporting. 

In  summary,  the  specific  recommenda¬ 
tions  provided  that — 

1.  The  organizational  framework  of  the 
TSUS  should  be  adopted  as  the  basis  for 
the  enumeration  of  the  export  schedule. 

2.  The  review  and  development  of  an 
enumeration  should  take  Into  account  the 
current  import,  production,  and  export  prod¬ 
uct  classes,  with  the  primary  aim  of  obtain¬ 
ing  comparability  at  a  common  level. 

3.  Changes  may  be  proposed  to  any  system. 
Including  combinations,  subdivisions,  and 
modifications  of  existing  language  and  con¬ 
tent.  In  particular,  consideration  should  be 
given  to  updating  of  definitions  and  terms  to 
make  them  more  reflective  of  current  prac¬ 
tice  In  the  trade.  It  must  be  borne  In  mind 
that  the  TSUS  structure  and  detaU  are 
legally  based.  Therefore,  the  enumeration 
should  consist  of  Individual  TSUS  classifica¬ 
tions,  or  combinations  of  Individual  TSUS 
classifications  (current  or  as  proposed  by 
this  program),  since  this  Is  the  only  way  to 
attain  comparability  to  the  relatively  rigid 
classifications  of  imports.  Combinations  may 
be  made  of  commodities  falling  In  different 
TSUS  classes,  if  necessary,  as  long  as  they 
consist  of  aggregations  of  individual  TSUS 
classifications. 

Continuing  Program  for  Statistical 
Annotation' 

The  establishment  of  an  enumeration 
for  statistical  purposes  is,  and  should  be 
looked  upon  as,  a  continuing  program. 
It  is  intended  that  the  initial  modifica¬ 
tions  to  the  import,  production,  and  ex¬ 
port  schedules  will  serve  as  a  basis  for 
further  refinement  and  change.  Modi¬ 
fications  to  each  of  the  systems  will  be 
made  from  time  to  time  to  reflect  chang¬ 
ing  statistical  needs  and  also  to  improve 
the  comparabiUty  of  U.S.  trade  data  with 
trade  data  reported  by  other  countries 
on  the  basis  of  the  Standard  Interna¬ 
tional  Trade  Classification  (SITC).  The 
publication  of  trade  data  by  the  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Commerce  on  the  basis  of  the 
SITC  will  continue. 

Modifications  to  the  Tariff  Schedules 
OF  THE  United  States 

Any  proposals  to  modify  the  TSUS 
(other  than  statistical  annotations 
thereto)  could  not  be  implemented  with¬ 
out  legislative  approval.  After  comments 
have  been  recovered  and  reviewed,  con- 
sidtration  may  then  be  given  to  the  ex¬ 
tent  of,  and  need  for,  amendatory  legis¬ 
lation. 

Comments  by  Interested  Parties 

Over  the  next  several  months  further 
preliminary  drafts  will  be  released  for 
public  comment  and  consideration.  In¬ 
terested  parties  are  invited  to  c(Hnment 
on  aU  aspects  of  the  comparability  pro¬ 
gram.  Specific  recommendations  and 


proposals  are  invited  with  respect  to  the 
extent  to  which  the  drafts  would — 

Recognize  the  specific  needs  of  users 
of  statistics; 

FaciUtate  economic  analysis; 

Reflect  sound  principles  of  commodity 
identification  and  specifications;  and 

Impose  imdue  reporting  burdens  for 
business  establishments. 

We  would  also  welcwne  comments  with 
respect  to  modifications  which  would 
provide  greater  comparability  with  the 
SITC  (revision  2) . 

Copies  of  the  drafts  are  available  from 
the  CJhlef,  Industry  and  Commodity 
CJlassification  Branch,  Economic  Surveys 
Division,  U.S.  Bureau  of  the  Census. 
Washington,  D.C.  20233. 

Written  comments  should  be  submitted 
at  the  earliest  practicable  date,  but,  to  be 
assured  of  consideration,  not  later  than 
60  days  after  release  of  the  drafts.  Such 
statements  should  be  submitted  to  the 
Chief,  Industry  and  Commodity  Classifi¬ 
cation  Branch,  at  the  address  shown 
above. 

By  order  of  the  Commission. 

Issued:  March  21, 1977. 

Kenneth  R.  Mason, 
Secretary. 

[PR  Doc.77-8896  PUed  S-23-77;8:46  amlj 


RESULTS  OF  SUGAR  INVESTIGATION 
Report  to  President 

March  17, 1977. 

To  the  President;  In  accordance  with 
section  201(d)(1)  of  the  Trade  Act  of 
1974  (Trade  Act),  the  United  States 
International  Trade  Commission  herein 
reports  the  results  of  an  Investigation 
relating  to  sugar. 

The  investigation  (Inv.  No.  TA-201- 
16)  was  undertaken  to  determine 
whether  sugar  beets  and  sugar  cane; 
sugars,  sirups,  and  molasses,  derived 
from  sugar  cane  or  sugar  beets;  and 
sugars,  sirups,  and  molasses,  described  in 
subpart  A  of  part  10  of  schedule  1  of  the 
Tariff  Schedules  of  the  United  States 
(TSUS),  flavored;  and  sirups,  flavored 
or  unflavored,  consisting  of  blends  of  any 
of  the  products  described  in  aforemen¬ 
tioned  subpart  A;  all  the  foregoing  pro¬ 
vided  for  in  items  155.10  through  155.31, 
inclusive,  and  item  155.75  of  the  TSUS. 
are  being  imputed  into  the  United  States 
in  such  increased  quantities  as  to  be  a 
substantial  cause  of  serious  injury,  or  the 
threat  thereof,  to  the  domestic  industry 
producing  an  article  like  or  directly 
competitive  with  the  imported  article. 

The  Commission  instituted  the  inves¬ 
tigation,  imder  the  authority  of  sectiim 
201(b)  (1)  of  the  Trade  Act,  on  Septem¬ 
ber  21,  1976,  following  receipt,  on  Sep- 
t«nber  17, 1976,  a  resolution  of  the  Com¬ 
mittee  on  Finance  of  the  United  States 
Senate.  Notice  of  the  instituticm  of  (he 
investigation  and  of  the  public  hearings 
was  issued  on  September  28,  1976,  and 
notice  of  the  time  and  places  of  the  hear¬ 
ings  was  issued  October  26,  1976.  The 
notices  were  posted  at  the  Commission’s 
office  in  Washington,  D.C.,  and  New  York 
City  and  were  published  in  the  Federal 
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Registers  of  October  1,  1976  (41  PR 
43474),  and  October  29,  1976  (41  FR 
47604),  respectively.  Public  hearings 
were  held  beginning  on  November  4. 

1976,  in  Washington,  D.C.;  November  18 
in  New  Orleans.  La.:  and  November  30 
in  San  Francisco.  Calif.  A  transcript  of 
the  hearings  and  copies  of  briefs  sub¬ 
mitted  by  interested  parties  in  connec¬ 
tion  with  the  investigation  are  attached.' 

On  September  22,  1976,  the  Commis¬ 
sion  received  a  letter  from  the  President 
urging  the  Commission  to  make  its  in¬ 
vestigation  promptly  and  requesting  that 
the  Commission  exp^itc  its  investigation 
and  submit  its  report  as  quickly  as  pos¬ 
sible.  The  Commission  conducted  its  in¬ 
vestigation  on  an  expedited  basis  and 
had  hoiked  to  report  to  the  President  as 
early  as  mid- January.  On  February  14, 

1977,  however,  with  great  reluctance,  the 
Commission  informed  the  President  and 
the  Committee  on  Finance  that  it  would 
be  unable  to  make  its  report  prior  to  the 
statutory  deadline  (rf  March  17, 1977.  Be¬ 
cause  of  difficulties  encountered  in  ob¬ 
taining  certain  Information  from  com 
sweetener  producers,  the  Commission 
was  unable  to  submit  its  report  prior  to 
the  statutory  deadline  of  March  17. 1977.= 

The  information  for  this  report  was 
obtained  at  the  public  hearings;  from 
wTitten  briefs  submitted  by  interested 
parties;  through  interviev.-s  by  members 
of  the  Commission's  staff  with  sugar 
growers,  processors,  millers,  refiners,  and 
importers,  and  customs  officials:  from 
other  Federal  agencies.  State  agencies, 
and  State  universities;  from  responses 
to  questionnaires  sent  to  domestic  sugar 
growers,  processors,  millers,  refiners,  and 
Importers,  and  saccharin  producers;  and 
from  court  ordered  responses  of  certain 
information  from  com  sweetener  pro¬ 
ducers. 

Determin.vtions,  Fin'dinos,  and  Recom¬ 
mendations  OF  THE  Commission 

determinations 

On  the  basis  of  its  investigation,  the 
Commission  determines  that  sugars, 
sirups,  and  molasses,  derived  from  sugar 
cane  or  sugar  beets,  provided  for  in  items 
155.20  and  155.30  of  the  Tariff  Schedules 
of  the  United  States  (TSUS),  are  being 
imported  into  the  United  States  in  such 
increased  quantities  as  to  be  a  substan¬ 
tial  cause  of  the  threat  of  .serious  injury 
to  the  domestic  industry  producing  arti- 


’  Attached  to  the  original  report  sent  to 
the  President,  and  avaUable  for  Inspection  at 
the  U.S.  International  Trade  Commission,  ex¬ 
cept  for  material  submitted  In  confidence. 

=  Commissioners  Leonard  and  Ablondi  fur¬ 
ther  state  that  the  dmculty  encountered  was 
a  refusal  of  the  corn  sweetener  producers  to 
provide  certain  information  except  under 
court  order  Issued  by  the  U.S.  District  Court 
for  the  District  of  Columbia  on  February  8, 
1977.  Despite  direction  of  the  court  to  provide 
the  information,  the  original  Information 
that  was  submitted  was  In  error  and  required 
further  extensive  revision  and  rectification. 


cles  like  or  directly  competitive  with  the 
imported  articles.*  * 

The  Commission  determines  that 
sugar  beets  and  sugar  cane,  provided  for 
in  items  155.10,  155.12,  and  155.15  of  the 
TSUS;  sugars,  sirupe,  and  molasses, 
flavored,  described  in  subpart  A  of  part 
10  of  schedule  1  of  the  TSUS:  and 
sirups,  flavored  or  unflavored,  consisting 
of  blends  of  any  of  the  products  described 
in  aforementioned  subpart  A;  all  the 
foregoing,  provided  for  in  item  155.75  of 
the  TSUS,  are  not  being  imported  into 
the  United  States  in  such  increased 
quantities  as  to  be  a  substantial  cause 
of  serious  injury,  or  the  threat  thereof, 
to  the  domestic  industry  producing  arti¬ 
cles  like  or  directly  competitive  with  the 
imported  articles.' 

The  Commission  makes  no  determina¬ 
tion  with  respect  to  sugars,  sirups,  and 
molasses,  the  products  of  Chiba,  provided 
for  in  items  155.21  and  155.31  of  the 
TSUS.*  = 

By  order  of  the  Commission. 

Kenneth  R.  M.vson, 

Secretary. 

IFR  Doc.77  8895  Filed  3-23-75;8;45  am| 


lTA-201-201 

LOW  CARBON  FERROCHROMIUM 
Time  and  Place  of  Public  Hearing 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  public 
hearing  in  this  matter  sche<iuled  to  be- 


Commissioner  Ablondi  determines  that 
the  articles  provided  for  under  Items  155.20 
and  155  30  of  the  TSUS  are  being  Imported 
into  the  United  States  In  such  Increased 
quantities  as  to  be  a  substantial  cause  of 
.serious  Injury  to  the  domestic  Industry  pro¬ 
ducing  articles  like  or  directly  competitive 
with  the  Imported  articles. 

*  Chairman  Mlnchew  determines  tliat  the 
articles  provided  for  under  items  155.20  and 
155.30  of  the  TSUS  are  not  being  imported 
into  the  United  States  In  such  increased 
quantities  as  to  be  a  substantial  cause  of 
serious  Injury,  or  the  threat  thereof,  to  the 
domestic  Industry  producing  articles  like  or 
directly  competitive  with  the  imported 
articles. 

*  Comml.s.sloner  Ablondi  makes  no  deter¬ 
mination  with  respect  to  articles  provided 
for  In  Items  165  10.  156.12,  155.15.  or  155.75 
of  the  TSUS. 

*  Chairman  Mlnchew  determines  that 
sugars,  sirups,  and  mola.s.ses,  derived  from 
sugar  cane  or  sugar  beets,  the  products  of 
Cuba,  provided  for  In  Items  155.21  and  155.31 
of  the  TSUS.  are  not  being  Imported  into 
the  United  States  In  such  Increased  quan¬ 
tities  as  to  be  a  substantial  cause  of  serious 
injury,  or  the  threat  thereof,  to  the  domestic 
Industry  producing  articles  like  or  directly 
competitive  with  the  Imported  articles. 

’  Vice  Chairman  Parker  and  Commissioners 
Moore  and  Bedell  make  no  determination  In 
view  of  the  fact  that  In  Proclamation  3447 
dated  Felx^ary  3.  1982,  the  President,  acting 
under  authority  of  section  620(a)  of  the 
Foreign  Assistance  Act  of  1961  (75  Stat.  445), 
prohibited  the  Importation  Into  the  United 
States  of  all  goo^  of  Cuban  origin:  and 
further,  by  virtue  of  section  401  of  the  Tariff 
Classification  Act  of  1962,  these  Items  are 
suspended  and  Cuban  sugars,  slrupa.  and 
molasses  would.  If  the  embargo  were  lifted, 
be  subject  to  the  r^es  of  duty  In  rate  column 
numbered  2  ltems955.20  and  155.30. 


gin  on  Tuesday,  April  5,  1977,  in  Pitts¬ 
burgh.  Pa.,  will  commence  at  10  a.m., 
e8.t..  in  Room  2212/2214,  Federal  Build¬ 
ing.  1000  Liberty  Ave.,  Pittsburgh.  Pa. 

Notice  of  the  investigation  and  hear¬ 
ing  was  published  in  the  Federal  Reg¬ 
ister  of  February  2,  1977  (42  FR  64321. 
and  notice  of  the  date  and  site  of  the 
public  hearing  was  published  in  the 
Fedfrai.  Register  of  March  11,  1977  (42 
FR  136091. 

By  order  of  the  Commi.ssion. 

Issued:  >'urch  21, 1977. 

Kenneth  R.  Mason, 

Secretary. 

I  FR  Do.'.77  8894  Piled  3  23-77;8  :45  am] 

NATIONAL  AERONAUTICS  AND 
SPACE  ADMINISTRATION 

(Notice  77-211 

NAS.'V  ADVISORY  COMMITTEES 
Zero  Base  Review 

The  President’s  Memorandum  of  Feb- 
ruar>'  25. 1977,  to  Heads  of  Executive  De- 
liartments  and  Agencies,  expressed  his 
concern  about  the  number  and  usefulness 
of  Federal  advisory  committees,  and  or¬ 
dered  a  government-wide,  zero-base  re¬ 
view  of  all  committees.  The  President 
also  ordered  that  each  agency  should 
provide  for  open  and  public  participation 
in  its  review  process  to  the  maximum 
e;<tent  consistent  with  an  expeditious  re¬ 
view. 

NASA  is  presently  examining  all  of 
its  advisory  committees  in  accordance 
with  the  President’s  letter  and  the  im¬ 
plementing  instructions  of  the  Office  of 
Management  and  Budget  (Circular  A-63, 
Transmittal  Memorandum  No.  5).  The 
public  is  hereby  invited  to  submit  its 
comments  on  continuation  of  the  NASA 
advisory  committees.  There  follows  a  list 
of  committees,  with  a  short,  description 
of  the  functions  of  each. 

Aerospace  Safety  Advisory  Panel 

The  Panel  is  chartered  by  Congress  “to 
review’  safety  studies  and  operations 
plans  referred  to  it  and  shall  make  re¬ 
ports  thereon,  shall  advise  the  Admin¬ 
istrator  with  respect  to  the  hazards  of 
proposed  or  existing  facilities  and  pro¬ 
posed  operations  and  with  respect  to  the 
adequacy  of  proposed  or  existing  safety 
standards,  and  shall  perform  such  other 
duties  as  the  Administrator  may  re¬ 
quest.”  Pursuant  to  carrying  out  its  stat¬ 
utory  duties,  the  Panel  reviews,  evalu¬ 
ates  and  advises  on  those  program  man¬ 
agement  policies,  management  systems, 
procedures  and  practices  that  contrib¬ 
ute  to  risk  identification  and  assessment 
by  management.  Priority  is  given  to  those 
programs  that  involve  the  safety  of 
manned  flight. 

Application  Steering  Committee  (ASC)  , 

Atmospheric  Cloud  Physics  Labora¬ 
tory  (ACPL)  Advisory  Subcommit¬ 
tee: 

Assists  NASA  in  the  definition  and 
planning  of  scientific  experiments  to  be 
conducted  on  the  planned  ACPL  mis¬ 
sions  and  serves  in  an  advisory  capacity 
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concerning  these  experiments  and  the 
application  of  their  results. 

ASC  Earth  Dynamics  Advisory 
Subcommittee 

Assists  NASA  in  the  definition  and  con¬ 
duct  of  earth  dynamics  flight  programs 
as  well  as  other  earth  dynamics  related 
activities  associated  with  the  Earth  and 
Ocean  Dynamics  Applications  Program. 

ASC  Ocean  Dynamics  Advisory 
Subcommittee 

Assists  NASA  In  the  definition  and 
conduct  of  the  Sea  Satellite  Program  and 
other  ocean  d3mamlcs  related  activities 
associated  with  the  Earth  and  Ocean 
Dynamics  Applications  Program.  Advises 
and  makes  recommendations  on  the  con¬ 
ceptual  design,  development  and  opera¬ 
tional  readiness  phase  of  ocean  dsmamlcs 
programs  and  will  review  (8i-going  sup¬ 
porting  research  and  technology  tasks  cm 
an  annual  basis. 

ASC  Space  Processing  Ad  Hoc  Advisory 
Subcommittee 

Established  to  evaluate  the  scientific 
and  technological  cmitent  of  proposals 
submitted  in  response  to  Annotmcements 
of  Opportunity  Issued  by  the  Space  Proc¬ 
essing  Program  and  to  advise  the  Associ¬ 
ate  Administrator  for  Applications 
through  the  Applications  Steering  Com¬ 
mittee  on  the  selection  of  participants 
in  these  projects. 

Historical  Advisory  Committee 

Advises  NASA  on  the  agency’s  history 
program.  Including  research,  writing, 
publication,  and  preservation  of  records. 

NASA  Wage  Committee 

Primary  responsibility  Is  to  consider 
and  make  recommendations  to  the  Direc¬ 
tor  of  Personnel,  NASA,  cm  all  matters 
involved  In  the  development  and  author- 
lzati(Hi,of  a  wage  sch^ule  for  the  Cleve¬ 
land,  Ohio,  wage  area  pursuant  to  Pub.  L. 
92-392. 

Research  and  Technology  Advisory 
Council  (RTAC) 

Advises  NASA  senior  management  an 
the  agency’s  aercmautlcs  and  space  tech¬ 
nology  policies,  plans  and  programs.  The 
technology  programs  encompass  a  wide 
and  diverse  range  of  aeronautics  and 
space  discipline  areas  and  programs  and 
RTAC  committees  and  panels  are  orga¬ 
nized  to  provide  the  necessary  user  cMn- 
munlty  oversight  and  advice  on  the 
programs. 

RTAC  Committee  on  Aerodynamics  and 
Configurations 

Considers  aerodynamics  and  fluid 
mechanics,  flight  efficiency,  stability, 
cmitrol  and  handling  qualities  for  all 
flight  regimes  and  for  aU  classes  of  civil 
and  military  aircraft. 

RTAC  Committee  on  Aeronautical 
Propulsion 

Considers  air  breathing  propulsion  sys¬ 
tems,  aircraft  engine  dynamics,'  engine 
materials,  fuel  lubricants,  h3rdraullc 
fluids,  engine  noise  generation,  engine 


exhaust  pollutants  for  all  classes  of  civil 
and  military  aircraft. 

RTAC  Committee  on  Guidance,  Control 
AND  Information  Systems 

Considers  activities  in  electronics, 
electro-mechanical  and  electro-optical 
components  and  systems  for  aeronautics 
and  space  including  guidance  and  con¬ 
trol,  data  storage  and  processing,  data 
transfer  and  precision  tracking,  elec¬ 
tronic  component  reliability,  sensors 
and  instrumentation  and  avionic  com¬ 
ponents  and  systems. 

RTAC  Committee  on  Materials  and 
Structures 

Considers  activities  in  materials  sci¬ 
ence,  materials  engineering.  Including 
properties  and  behavior  of  engineering 
materials,  concepts  and  materials  ap¬ 
plication,  structural  design  and  anal¬ 
ysis  and  structural  loads  and  dynamics. 

RTAC  Committee  on  Space  Propulsion 
AND  Power 

Considers  activities  in  chemical,  elec¬ 
trical  and  nuclear  space  propulsion  sys¬ 
tems,  subsystems  and  components, 
solar,  chemical,  and  nuclear  space  power 
systems,  power  conversion  systems, 
energy  storage  and  pow^*  processing 
systems,  advanced  concepts  for  space 
propulsion  and  power. 

RTAC  Panel  on  Aviation  Safety  and 
Operating  Systems 

Considers  aircraft  relevant  atmos¬ 
pheric  phenomena,  flight  safety,  aircraft 
operational  factors,  crew  and  vehicle 
protection  techniques,  crew  performance 
problems,  simulation  technology  and  air 
traffic  systems. 

RTAC  Panel  on  Aviation  Safety  and 
Operating  Systems,  Ad  Hoc  Pamkl 
ON  Terminal  Configured  Vehicles 
(TCV). 

Considers  programs  and  planned  ac¬ 
tivities  in  NASA’s  TCV  program  In¬ 
cluding  TCV  experiments  and  simula¬ 
tions,  terminal  areas  operations,  avionics 
and  flight  control  components  systems 
and  requirements. 

RTAC  Panel  on  Aviation  Safety  and 
Operating  Systems,  Subcommittee 
ON  Aviation  Safety  and  Report¬ 
ing  System 

Established  as  a  necessary  element 
defined  In  the  FAA/NASA  Memorandum 
of  Agreement  to  support  the  FAA’s 
Aviation  Safety  Pro^am.  Th4  Subcom¬ 
mittee  provides  review  and  evaluation 
of  the  Aviation  Safety  Reporting  Sys¬ 
tem  design  and  implementation  idan, 
evaluation  of  the  critical  dements  in  the 
system,  and  evaluation  of  the  progress 
of  the  operational  system. 

RTAC  Panel  on  General  Aviation 
Technology 

Considers  activities  on  specific  prob¬ 
lems  and  requirements  of  general  avia¬ 
tion  aircraft  including  aircraft  low  cost 
avionics  and  flleht  control  components, 
propulsion  systems,  structures  and  ma¬ 
terials  crashworthiness,  pilot-vehicle 


Integration  and  general  aviation  operat¬ 
ing  problems  and  safety. 

RTAC  Panel  on  Research 

Considers  activities  In  basic  research 
In  the  physical,  mathematic  and  life 
sciences. 

RTAC  Panel  on  Space  Vehicles 

Considers  activities  In  future  launch 
vehicles  and  spacecraft.  Among  the 
specific  areas  of  interest  are  vehicle  and 
spacecraft  aerothermodynamics,  ma¬ 
terials,  structures  and  dynamics,  propul¬ 
sion  and  power,  space  environmental 
effects,  electrical  and  electronic  systems, 
environmental  control,  and  life  support 
and  protective  systems. 

Space  Program  Advisory  Council  - 
(SPAC) 

Established  as  an  Interdisciplinai^' 
group  to  advise  NASA  senior  manage¬ 
ment  with  respect  to  the  plans  for,  the 
work  In  progress  on,  and  the  accomplish¬ 
ments  of  NASA’s  space  programs.  The 
Coimcll  Is  concerned  with  the  disciplines 
appropriate  to  Physical  Sciences,  Life 
Sciences,  E^iace  Applications,  and  Space 
Systems,  as  they  bear  on  the  space 
programs. 

SPAC  Applications  Committee 

Concerned  with  the  total  range  of  ap¬ 
plications  of  space-derived,  space-related 
technology  Including  communications, 
meteorology,  earth  resources  survey  (In¬ 
cludes  agriculture/forestry,  cartography, 
geography,  geology /hydrology,  oceanog¬ 
raphy),  earth  and  ocean  physics,  solar 
energy  conversion,  space  processing,  and 
other  technology  implications. 

SPAC  Life  Sciences  Committee 

Concerned  with  man  In  relation  to 
space  travel  and  habitation,  with  exo- 
blidogy,  with  other  life  forms,  and  in¬ 
cluding;  Physiology,  behavior,  clinical 
aerospace  medicine,  microbiology,  radio- 
biology,  biochemistry,  nutrition  and  food 
technology,  biology  of  gravity  and 
rh3^hms,  and  biotechnology, 

SPAC  Physical  Sciences  Committee 

Cmicemed  with  all  aspects  of  the 
physical  sciences  whic^  are  relevant  to 
the  space  program,  including  astro- 
ldi3^ics,  life  sciences,  s(dar  terrestrial, 
upper  atmospheric  research,  and  limar 
and  planetary  exploration.  ^ 

SPAC  Space  Systems  Committee 

Concerned  with  the  development  of 
space  transportation  systems  and  multi¬ 
disciplinary  ipace-based  systems  includ¬ 
ing  consideration  of  the  man-machine 
interface.  The  group  also  considers  the 
interrelationships  between  such  syst^ns 
and  their  payloads  In  suiport  of  space 
flight  missions. 

Space  Science  Steering  Committee 
(SSSC)  Ad  Hoc  Advisory  Subcommit¬ 
tee  To  Review  Proposals  for  a  Pay- 
load  FOR  THE  Terrestrial  Bodies  Or- 
biter  (Lunar) 

Reviews  and  confirms  the  payload  mi 
the  Terrestrial  Bodies  Orbiter  (Lunar) 
mission,  as  described  in  the  Announce¬ 
ment  of  Opportunity. 
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SSSC  Jupiter  Orbiter  Probe  1981  (JOP 

81 '  Ad  Hoc  Advisory  Subcommittee  : 

Reviews  proposals  lor  participation  in 
the  Flight  Investigations  for  the  JOP81 
mission. 

Space  Technology  Steering  Committee 

AND  RTAC,  Long  Duration  Exposure 

F.acility  (LDEF^  Experiment  Review- 

Ad  Hoc  Advisory  Subcommittee: 

Established  to  support  the  Announce¬ 
ment  of  Opportunity  of  the  LDEF  ex¬ 
periments  selection  process.  The  Sub¬ 
committee  provides  a  peer  review  process 
necessary  for  selection  of  those  expieri- 
ments  most  beneficial  and  effective. 

Stratospheric  Research  Advisory 
Committee 

Advises  NASA  concerning  the  contents 
and  direction  of  the  N.ASA  Upper  Atmos¬ 
pheric  Research  Program. 

In  view  of  the  April  15  deadline  for 
submittal  of  the  required  review-,  NASA 
must  have  the  comments  of  interested 
parties  in  hand  by  close  of  business.  April 
7.  Comments  ^ould  be  addressed  to.  or 
delivered  to:  NASA  Headquarters.  Attn: 
Code  W,  400  Maryland  Avenue  SW.. 
Washington.  DC  20546.  Additional  infor¬ 
mation  may  be  obtained  from  Ms.  Mary 
R.  Lippolis,  755-3950. 

Dcv.  ard  L.  Crow. 

Associate  Deputy  Administrator. 

March  22.  1977. 

[FR  DOC.77-898J  Filed  3-23-77  8:45  am] 

NATIONAL  FOUNDATION  ON  THE 
ARTS  AND  THE  HUMANITIES 

ADVISORY  PANELS 
Annual  Comprehensive  Review 

In  accordance  with  Section  7(b)  of  the 
Federal  Advisory  Committee  Act  (Pub.  !•. 
92-463),  the  National  Endowment  for 
the  Arts  is  currently  reviewing  each  ad¬ 
visory  panel  to  determine : 

a.  whether  the  panel  Is  carrying  out  Its 
purpose; 

b.  whether  consistent  with  the  provision 
of  applicable  statutes,  the  responsibilities 
assigned  to  it  should  be  revised; 

c.  whether  It  should  be  merged  with  other 
advisory  committees:  or 

d.  whether  It  should  be  abolished. 

Public  comments  and  recommenda¬ 
tions  concerning  the  advisory  panels  to 
the  National  Endow-ment  for  the  Arts 
may  be  addressed  to  Mr.  Robert  M.  Sims. 
Advisory  Committee  Management  Of¬ 
ficer,  National  Endowment  for  the  Arts, 
Mall  Stop  557,  Washington,  D.C.  20506 
(202  '634-6377). 

Comments  should  be  received  by  April 

1. 1977. 

Signed  in  Washington,  D.C.,  on  March 

17. 1977. 

Robert  M.  Sims, 

Administrative  Officer,  National 
Endowment  tor  the  Arts.  Na~ 
Nonal  Foundation  on  the  Arts 
and  the  Humanities 

[FR  Doc.77-8711  Filed  3-2S-77;8:46  am| 


LITERATURE  ADVISORY  PANEL 
Meeting 

P-arsuant  to  Section  10(a)(2)  of  the 
Federal  .Advisory  Committee  Act  (Pub.  L. 
92-463 ) ,  notice  is  hereby  given  that  a 
meeting  of  the  Literature  Advisory  Panel 
to  the  National  Council  on  the  Arts  will 
be  held  on  .April  7-8.  1977,  from  8:30  a.m. 
to  5:00  p.m..  and  .April  9,  1977,  from  8:30 
a.m.  to  1:00  p.m.,  in  Minneapolis,  Min¬ 
nesota.  The  session  on  April  8,  from  2:00 
p.m.  to  5:00  p.m..  will  be  held  in  the  Min¬ 
neapolis  Public  Library.  Room  310,  300 
Nicollet  Mall.  All  other  sessions  will  be 
held  at  the  Sheraton-Ritz  Hotel.  315  Ni¬ 
collet  Mall. 

.A  portion  of  this  meeting  will  be  open 
to  the  public  on  April  8.  from  2:00  p.m.  to 
5:00  p.m..  and  April  9,  from  8:30  a.m.  to 
10:00  a  m.  on  a  space  available  ba.sis. 
Tlie  agenda  for  these  sessions  will  include 
a  question  and  answer  exchange  and 
discussion  of  program  guidelines. 

The  remaining  sessions  of  this  meeting 
on  .April  7.  from  8:30  a.m.  to  5:00  p.m.; 
April  8,  from  8:30  a.m.  to  12:00  noon; 
and  April  9.  from  10:00  a.m.  to  1:00  p.m. 
are  for  the  purpose  of  Panel  review,  dis¬ 
cussion,  evaluation,  and  recommendation 
on  applications  for  financial  assistance 
under  the  National  Foundation  on  the 
Arts  and  the  Humanities  Act  of  1965,  as 
amended,  including  discussion  of  infor¬ 
mation  given  in  confidence  to  the  agency 
by  grant  applicants.  In  accordance  with 
the  determination  of  the  Chairman  pub¬ 
lished  in  the  Federal  Register  March  17, 
1977,  these  sessions  may  be  closed  to  the 
public  pursuant  to  subsection  ic)  (4), 
<6)  and  9'B)  of  section  552b  of  Title  5. 
United  States  Code. 

Further  information  with  reference  to 
this  meeting  can  be  obtained  from  Mr. 
Robert  M.  Sims.  Advisory  Committee 
Management  Officer,  National  Endow¬ 
ment  for  the  Arts.  Washington,  D.C. 
20506.  or  call  (202)  634-6377. 

Dated;  March  18.  1977. 

Robert  M.  Sims. 

Administrative  Officer.  National 
Endowment  for  the  Arts.  Na¬ 
tional  Foundation  on  the  Arts 
and  the  Humanities. 

[FR  Doc.77-8710  Filed  3-23-77;8:45  amj 

NATIONAL  SCIENCE  FOUNDATION 

ADVISORY  PANEL  FOR  PUBLIC 
UNDERSTANDING  OF  SCIENCE 

Meeting 

In  accordance  with  the  Federal  Ad¬ 
visory  Committee  Act.  as  amended.  Pub. 
L.  92-463,  the  National  Science  Foun¬ 
dation  announces  the  following  meeting; 
Name:  Advisory  Panel  for  Public  Under¬ 
standing  of  Science. 

Date  and  time:  April  14,  1977 — 2:00  p.m.  to 
5:00  p.m.,  April  16,  1977 — 9:00  a.m.  to 
3:30  p.m. 

Place:  Room  651,  National  Science  Founda- 
Uon,  5225  Wisconsin  Avenue  NW.,  Wash¬ 
ington.  D.C. 

Type  of  meeting:  April  14,  1977 — Open; 
AprU  15, 1977— Closed. 


Contact  person:  Mr.  George  W.  TTessel,  Pro¬ 
gram  Director,  Public  Understanding  of 
Science.  Office  of  Science  and  Society. 
National  Science  Foundation,  Washington. 
D.C.  20550.  telephone  (202  >  282-7770. 

Purpose  of  panel;  To  provide  advice  and 
recommendations  concerning  direction  and 
priorities  for  Public  Understanding  of 
Science  Program.  To  provide  advice  and 
recommendations  concerning  support  for 
projects  in  Public  Understanding  of 
Science. 

Agenda;  Thur.sday.  April  14  (open).  2:00- 
2:45  pm. — Introductory  Statements;  Dr. 
Harvey  .Averch.  .Assistant  Director  for 
Science  Education;  Dr.  Alexander  J. 
Morin.  Director.  Office  of  Science  and  So¬ 
ciety.  2:45-3:30  p.m. — Public  Understand¬ 
ing  of  Science  Program.  Mr.  George  W 
Tressel.  Program  Director.  3:30^:00  p.m. — 
Committee  Task.s  and  Goals.  4:00-4:30 
p.m — Committee  procedures.  4:30-5:00 
p  m. — Proposal  Review  Procedures. 

Friday.  April  IS  {clo.ted)  9:00-3:30  p.m.— 
Review  and  evaluate  proposals  as  part  of 
the  selection  process  for  awards. 

Reason  for  closing:  The  proposals  being  re¬ 
viewed  include  Information  of  a  proprie¬ 
tary  or  confidential  nature.  Including  tech¬ 
nical  information:  financial  data,  such  as 
.salaries;  and  personal  information  con¬ 
cerning  individuals  as.soclated  with  the 
proposals  and  projects.  These  matters  are 
within  exemptions  (4)  and  (6)  of  6  U.S.C. 
552b(c).  Government  in  the  Sunshine  Act. 

Authority  to  close  meeting;  This  determina¬ 
tion  was  made  by  the  Committee  Manage¬ 
ment  Officer  pursuant  to  provisions  of 
Section  10  (d)  of  Pub.  L.  92-463.  The  Com¬ 
mittee  Management  Officer  was  delegated 
the  authority  to  make  such  determinations 
by  the  .Acting  Director.  NSF  on  Februarv 
18.  1977. 

M.  Rebecca  Winkler. 

Acting  Committee  Management  Officer. 

March  21.  1977. 

|FR  Doc.77  8828  Piled  3-23-77; 8: 45  am) 


NATIONAL  SCIENCE  FOUNDATION  AD¬ 
VISORY  COUNCIL  AND  ADVISORY  COM¬ 
MITTEE  FOR  RESEARCH 

Joint  Meeting 

In  accordance  with  the  Federal  Ad¬ 
visory  Committee  Act,  Pub.  L.  92-463,  the 
National  Science  Foundation  announces 
the  following  meeting: 

Name:  Joint  Meeting  of  the  NSF  Advisory 
Council  and  the  Advisory  Committee  for 
Research. 

Place:  Room  540,  1800  O  Street,  NW.,  Wash¬ 
ington.  D  C.  20550. 

Date:  April  14-16.  1977. 

Time:  9:00  a.m.  each  day. 

Type  of  meeting:  Open. 

Contact  person;  Mr.  Leonard  F.  Gardner. 
Executive  Secretary,  National  Science 
Foundation  Advisory  Council  Room  307, 
W’ashlngton.  DC.  20550 — telephone  (202) 
632-4278. 

Purpose  of  advisory  groups:  The  purpose  of 
the  NSF  Advisory  CouncU  is  to  provide  ad¬ 
vice  on  matters  relating  to  the  interaction 
of  the  Foundation  with  the  scientific  com¬ 
munity,  the  Congress  and  the  public.  The 
Advisory  Committee  for  Research  provides 
advice  on  matters  relating  to  the  support 
of  research  by  the  Foundation. 

Summary  minutes:  May  be  obtained  from 
the  Committee  Management  Coordination 
Staff,  Division  of  Personnel  and  Manage¬ 
ment,  Room  248.  National  Science  Founda¬ 
tion,  Washington,  D.C.  20550. 
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Agenda — Joint  Session  NSP  Aovisokt 
CorNciL  AND  Advisoet  Committee  foe 
Reseaech 

Thuraday,  April  14 

9:00,  Opening  Remarks — ^Dr.  E.  Creutz, 
Chairman,  Advisory  Committee  for  Research 
and  Acting  Deputy  Director.  NSF.  Response 
to  Recommendations  of  Past  Task  Groups — 
Dr.  E.  Creutz. 

9:30,  Remarks — ^Dr.  Richard  C.  Atkinson, 
Acting  Director,  NSF. 

10:30,  Break. 

Note. — Advisory  Committee  for  Research 
convenes  to  discuss  reports  of  Task  Groups — 
Advisory  Council  sits  as  observers  and  may 
participate  in  discussion. 

ADVISOET  committee  FOE  EESEAECH 

10:46,  Report  by  Task  Group  16,  Under¬ 
graduate  Teaching  Faculty — Dr.  P.  Munger, 
Chairman. 

12:15,  Break  for  Lunch. 

1:30,  Report  by  Task  Group  14,  NSP  Policy 
Manual — Dr.  D.  Langenberg,  Chairman. 

2:00,  Report  by  Task  Group  17,  Formula 
Grants — Dr.  K.  Timmerhaus,  Chairman. 

3:30,  Break. 

Note. — Advisory  Committee  for  Research 
adjourns  for  the  day.  (Members  Invited  to 
stay  as  observers  of  Advisory  Council  See- 
alon.) 

NSF  ADVISORY  COUNCIL 

3:45,  Discussion  of  general  mode  of  opera¬ 
tion — Dr.  Langenberg,  Chairman.  Introduc¬ 
tion  <A  Tasks,  Task  Group  Chairmen  and 
Task  Assignments. 

6 .00,  Adjourn  for  the  Day. 

Friday,  April  IS 

ADVISORY  committee  FOE  RESEARCH 

(Advisory  Council  sits  as  observers  and 
may  participate  in  discussion.) 

8:46,  Report  by  Task  Group  18.  Faculty 
Salaries — Dr.  A.  Krueger,  Chairman. 

10:30,  Break. 

Note. — Advisory  Committee  for  Research 
adjourns  (members  invited  to  stay  on  to  par¬ 
ticipate  in  discussion  of  new  tasks  to  be  un¬ 
dertaken  by  the  Advisory  Council). 

NSF  ADVISOET  COUNCIL 

10:45,  Role  of  NSP  Advisory  Council  in 
NSF  Affairs — Dr.  Richard  C.  Atkinson. 

11:16,  Pull  Council  discussion  of  new 
tasks — Dr.  Langenberg,  Moderator. 

12:15,  Lunch. 

1:16,  Continue  discussion. 

3:00,  Task  Groups  convene  separately  to 
plan  work  schedule. 

3:45,  Task  Chairmen  report  plans  and 
schedules. 

4:16,  Adjourn. 

\  M.  Rebecca  Winkler, 

Acting  Committee  Management 
Officer. 

March  21, 1977. 

JFR  Doc.77-8827  FUed  3-23-77:8:45  amj 


*  UTILITY  ADVISORY  PANEL 
Determination  of  Renewal 

The  National  Science  Foundation 
(NSF)  is  renewing  the  Utility  Advisory 
Panel  in  accordance  with  the  Federal 
Advisory  Committee  Act  (Pub.  L.  92- 
463) ,  and  the  Office  of  Management  and 
Budget  (OMB)  (Circular  A-63,  Revised. 

After  review  of  the  panel’s  activities, 
I  have  determined  that  the  renewal  of 
the  Utility  Advisory  Panel  for  an  addi¬ 
tional  four  months  is  necessary  and  is 


NOTICES 

hi  the  public  interest  in  connection  with 
the  performance  of  duties  imposed  upon 
the  National  Science  Foundation  by  the 
National  Science  Foundation  Act  of 
1950,  as  amended,  and  other  applicable 
laws. 

Richard  C.  Atkinson. 

Acting  Director. 

March  21, 1977. 

(FR  Dcc.77-8825  Piled  3-23-77:8:45  am] 


PRIVACY  ACT  OF  1974 
System  of  Records 

Notice  is  hereby  given  of  an  amend¬ 
ment  to  NSF  System  of  Records  No.  6  en¬ 
titled,  “Doctorate  Records  File,”  as  pub¬ 
lished  in  the  Federal  Register  Volume 
41,  No.  209,  Part  TV,  page  47385  on  Octo¬ 
ber  28,  1976.  The  following  changes  are 
made  in  the  following  characteristics  of 
that  system  of  records: 

1.  The  “Routine  uses  of  records  main¬ 
tained  in  the  system,  including  cate¬ 
gories  of  users,”  is  revised  to  include  an 
additional  use  to  allow  for  follow-up  re¬ 
search  and  statistical  studies  as  follows: 

Routine  uses  of  records  maintained  in 
the  system,  including  categories  of  users: 
1.  Information  is  given  to  the  institution 
awarding  doctoral  degree.  2.  Certain  in¬ 
formation  (name,  year,  and  field  of  de¬ 
gree)  is  given  to  institutions  that 
awarded  degrees  and  to  other  organiza¬ 
tions  for  address  searches  in  connection 
with  follow-up  research  and  statistical 
studies.  No  other  routine  uses  have  been 
identified  although  data  are  given  to 
other  organizations  without  identifying 
particulars  for  statistical  purposes. 

2.  "Retention  and  disposal”  is  revised 
as  follows:  Retention  and  disposal:  De¬ 
stroyed  after  75  years. 

Dated:  March  16,  1977.  . 

Richard  C.  Atkinson, 
Acting  Director, 

|FR  Doc.77-8891  Piled  3-23-77;8:45  am] 


NUCLEAR  REGULATORY 
COMMISSION 

ADVISORY  COMMITTEE  ON  REACTOR 
SAFEGUARDS 

Proposed  Meetings 

In  order  to  provide  advance  informa¬ 
tion  regarding  proposed  meetings  of 
ACRS  Subcommittees  and  Working 
Groups  and  of  the  full  Committee,  the 
following  preliminary  schedule  is  being 
published.  This  preliminary  schedule  re¬ 
flects  the  current  situation,  taking  into 
accoimt  additional  meetings  which  have 
been  scheduled  and  meetings  which  have 
been  positioned  or  cancelled  since  the 
last  list  of  proposed  meetings  published 
in  FR  Vol.  42,  February  22,  1977,  page 
10378.  Those  meetings  that  are  definitely 
scheduled  have  had.  or  will  have,  an  in¬ 
dividual  notice  published  in  the  FTl  ap¬ 
proximately  15  days  (or  more)  prior  to 
the  meeting.  Those  Subcommittee  and 
Working  Group  meetings  for  which  it  is 
anticipated  that  tliere  w'ill  be  a  portion 
or  all  of  the  meeting  open  to  the  public 
are  Indicated  by  an  asterisk  (•).  It  is 


expected  that  the  sessions  of  the  full 
Committee  meeting  designated  by  an  as¬ 
terisk  (*)  will  be  open  in  whole  or  in 
part  to  the  puUic.  Information  as  to 
whether  a  meeting  has  been  firmly 
scheduled.  canceUed  or  rescheduled,  or 
whether  changes  have  been  made  in  the 
agenda  for  the  April  10-12,  1977  ACRS 
full  Committee  meeting  can  be  obtained 
by  a  prepaid  telephone  call  to  the  Office 
of  the  Executive  Director  of  the  Commit¬ 
tee  (telephone  202/634-1374,  Attn:  Mary 
E.  Vanderholt)  between  8:15  a.m.  and 
5:00  p.m.,  EST. 

Subcommittee  and  Working  Group 
Meetings 

*  Waste  Management,  April  1,  1977, 
Washington,  DC  to  develop  information 
for  ACRS  review  of  NUREG-0217,  “NRC 
Task  Force  Report  on  Review  of  the  Fcd- 
eral/State  Program  for  Regulation  of 
Commercial  Low-Level  Radioactive 
Waste  Burial  Grounds.”  Notice  of  th/s 
meeting  was  published  in  FR  Vol.  42. 
Thursday,  March  17,  1977. 

•Regulatory  Activities  Subcommittee 
and  Electrical  Systems,*  Control  and 
Instrumentation  Subcommittee,  Joint 
Meeting,  April  6,  1977,  Washington,  D.C. 
to  review  future  Regulatory  Guides  and 
changes  to  existing  Regulatory  Guides. 
Notice  of  this  meeting  was  published  in 
FR  Vol.  42.  Monday.  March  21,  1977. 

•Environmental  Subcommittee,  April 
14-15,  1977,  Washington,  DC  to  review 
radiation  dose  calculation  methodology, 
to  develop  information  on  front  end  of 
light  water  reactor  fuel  cycle  doses,  and 
to  be  briefed  on  the  status  of  Emergency 
Planning. 

•Phipps  Bend  Nuclear  Power  Plant. 
Units  1  and  2,  April  15,  1977,  Kingsport, 
TN  to  review  the  application  of  the 
Tennessee  Valley  Authority  for  a  permit 
to  construct  UWts  1  and  2. 

•Emergency  Core  Cooling  Systems,' 
April  22-23,  1977,  Washington,  DC  to 
discuss  several  subjects  which  may  in¬ 
clude  research  to  support  fundamental 
understanding  of  ECCS  related  phenom¬ 
ena,  ECXIS  reliability,  status  of  analyti¬ 
cal  development,  and  safety  margins  in 
evaluation  models.  (Tlie  specific  subjects 
to  be  considered  will  be  indicated  in  the 
individual  Federal  Register  notice  for 
the  meeting.) 

•Clinch  River  Breeder  Reactor,  April 
27, 1977,  Washington,  DC.  A  Clinch  River 
Breeder  Reactor  Subcommittee  Working 
Group  on’ Site  Suitability  and  Contain¬ 
ment  will  meet  to  gather  information  on 
site  related  considerations  for  the  Clinch 
River  Breeder  Reactor  and  to  discuss 
the  NRC  Site  Suitability  Report  for  the 
Clinch  River  Breeder  Reactor,  dated 
March  4, 1977. 

•Siting  Evaluation.  April  28,  1977, 
Washington,  DC  to  discuss  siting  con¬ 
siderations  with  members  of  the  NRC 
Staff. 

•Clinch  River  Breeder  Reactor,  April 
29-30,  1977,  Cliicago,  IL.  A‘  Clinch  River 
Breeder  Reactor  Subcommittee  Working 
Group  on  Thermal-Hydraulic  Matters 
will  meet  to  gather  information  on  ther¬ 
mal-hydraulic  aspects  of  the  Clinch 
River  Breeder  Reactor  design. 
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•Regulatory  Activities,  May  4,  1977, 
Washington,  DC  to  review  woricing  pa¬ 
pers.  future  Regulatory  Quides,  and 
changes  to  existing  Regulatory  Guides; 
also,  to  discuss  pertinent  activities  which 
affect  the  current  licensing  process 
and/or  reactor  operations. 

•Fire  Protection,  May  4,  1977,  Wash¬ 
ington,  DC  to  review  a  proposed  revtsiwi 
to  Regulatory,  Guide  1.120,  “Fire  Protec¬ 
tion  Guidelines  for  Nuclear  Power 
Plants.” 

•Decommissioning.  May  11,  1977, 

W’ashington,  DC  to  discuss  various  al¬ 
ternatives  for  the  decommissioning  of 
nuclear  facilities. 

•Zion  Generating  Station.  Units  1 
and  2,  May  17,  1977,  Zion,  IL  to  review 
the  status  of  items  identified  in  the 
ACRS  letter  on  the  Zion  Generating 
Station,  dated  June  9,  1976. 

Full  Committee  Meetings 

APRIL  7-9,  1977 

A.  ’Cherokee  Nuclear  Station,  Units  1. 
2,  and  3 — Construction  Permit  Review. 

B.  ’Perkins  Nuclear  Station.  Units  1. 
2.  and  3 — Construction  Permit  Review. 

MAY  5-7,  1977 

Agenda  to  be  announced. 

Dated:  March  17.  1977. 

John  C.  Hoyle, 
Advisory  Committee ' 
Management  Officer. 

[FR  Doc.77-  8564  Piled  3-23-77;8:45  ami  . 


1  Docket  No.  50-3131 

ARKANSAS  POWER  &  LIGHT  CO. 

Issuance  of  Amendments  to  Facility 
Operating  License 

The  U.S.  Nuclear  Regulatory  Commis¬ 
sion  (the  Commission)  has  Issued 
Amendment  No.  20  to  Facility  Operating 
License  No.  DPR-51,  issued  to  Arkansas 
Power  &  Light  Company  (the  licensee), 
w'hich  revised  Technical  Specifications 
for  operation  of  Arkansas  Nuclear  One — 
Unit  No.  1  (the  facility)  located  in  Pope 
County,  Arkansas.  The  amendment  is 
effective  as  of  its  date  of  issuance. 

This  amendment  authorized  changes 
in  the  Technical  Specifications  concern¬ 
ing  scheduling  of  post-operational  in¬ 
spections  of  primary  nozzle-to-vessel 
welds  to  make  them  consistent  with  Sec¬ 
tion  XI  of  ASME  Boiler  and  Pressure 
Vessel  Code. 

The  application  for  the  amendment 
complies  with  the  standards  and  re¬ 
quirements  of  the  Atomic  Energy  Act  of 
1954,  as  amended  (the  Act),  and  the 
Commission’s  rules  and  regulations.  The 
Commission  has  made  appropriate  find¬ 
ings  as  required  by  the  Act  and  the  Com¬ 
mission's  rules  and  regulations  in  10 
CFR  Chapter  I.  w'hich  are  set  forth  in 
the  license  amendment.  Prior  public  no¬ 
tice  of  this  amendment  was  not  required 
since  the  amendment  does  not  involve  a 
significant  hazards  consideration. 

Tlie  Commission  has  determined  that 
the  issuance  of  the  amendment  will  not 
result  In  any  significant  environmental 
impact  and  that  pursuant  to  10  CFR 
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51.5(d)(4)  an  environmental  impact 
statement  or  negative  declaration  and 
environmental  impact  appraisal  need 
not  be  prepared  in  connection  with  issu¬ 
ance  of  this  amendment. 

For  further  details  with  respect  to  this 
action,  see  (1)  the  application  for 
amendment  dated  January  13,  1977,  (2) 
Amendment  No.  20  to  Facility  Operating 
License  No.  DPR-51  and  (3)  the  Com¬ 
mission's  related  Safety  Evaluation.  All 
of  these  items  are  available  for  public  in¬ 
spection  at  the  Commission’s  Public 
Document  Room.  1717  H  Street.  N.W., 
Washington.  D.C.  and  at  the  Arkansas 
Polytechnic  College,  Russellville,  Arkan¬ 
sas.  72801.  A  single  copy  of  items  (2)  and 
(3)  may  be  obtained  upon  request  ad¬ 
dressed  to  the  U.S.  Nuclear  Regulatory’ 
Commission,  Washington.  D.C.  20555.  At¬ 
tention:  Director,  Division  of  Operating 
Reactors. 


Dated  at  Bethesda.  Maryland,  this 
15th  day  of  March.  1977. 


For  the  Nuclear  Regulatory  Com- 
niUsion. 


Don  K.  Davis. 

Acting  Chief,  Operating  Reac¬ 
tors  Branch  No.  2,  Division  of 
Operating  Reactors. 


(FR  Doc.  77-8572  Filed  3-23-77;8:45  am| 


(Dockets  Nos.  50-295  ar.d  50  -304 ( 

COMMONWEALTH  EDISON  CO. 

Issuance  of  Amendments  to  Facility 
Operating  Licenses 

The  U.S.  Nuclear  Regulatory  Commis¬ 
sion  (the  Commission)  has  issued 
Amendments  Nos.  27  and  24  to  Facility 
Operating  Licenses  Nos.  DPR-39  and 
DPR-48  issued  to  Commonwealth  Edison 
Company  (the  licensee)  which  revised 
Technical  Specifications  for  operation  of 
the  Zion  Station  Units  Nos.  1  and  2, 
located  in  Zion.  The  amendments  are  ef¬ 
fective  as  of  the  date  of  issuance. 

These  amendments  revise  operating 
limits  for  operation  of  Zion  Unit  2  in  fuel 
cycle  2  and  include  revised  nuclear  peak¬ 
ing  factor  limits  for  Units  1  and  2  to  re¬ 
flect  those  values  identified  in  the  Com¬ 
mission's  Order  for  Modification  of 
License  of  August  27, 1976. 

The  application  for  the.se  amendments 
complies  with  the  standards  and  require¬ 
ments  of  the  Atomic  Energy  Act  of  1954. 
as  amended  (the  Act),  and  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  rules  and  regulations.  The  Com¬ 
mission  has  made  appropriate  findings 
as  required  by  the  Act  and  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  rules  and  regulations  in  10 
CFR  Chapter  I.  which  are  set  forth  in  the 
license  amendments.  Notice  of  Proposed 
Issuance  of  Amendments  to  Facility  Op¬ 
erating  Licenses  in  connection  with  this 
action  was  published  in  the  Federal 
Register  on  February  3,  1977  (42  FR 
6649) .  No  request  for  a  hearing  or  peti¬ 
tion  for  leave  to  intervene  was  filed  fol¬ 
lowing  notice  of  the  proposed  action. 

The  Commission  has  determined  that 
the  Issuance  of  these  amendments  will 
not  result  in  any  significant  environ¬ 
mental  impact  and  that  pursuant  to  10 
CFR  51.5(d)  (4)  an  environmental  im- 
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pact  statement,  negative  declaration  or 
environmental  impact  appraisal  need  not 
be  prepared  in  connection  with  issuance 
of  these  amendments. 

For  further  details  with  respect  to  this 
action,  see  (1)  the  application  for 
amendments  dated  December  10, 1976,  as 
amended  January  17,  1977,  (2)  Amend¬ 
ments  Nos.  27  and  24  to  Licenses  Nos. 
DPR-39  and  DPR-48.  and  (3)  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  related  Safety  Evaluation.  All 
of  these  items  are  available  for  public 
inspection  at  the  Commission’s  Public 
Document  Room.  1717  H  Street.  NW., 
Washington.  D.C.  20555  and  at  the  Wau¬ 
kegan  Public  Library.  128  North  County 
Sti-eet.  Waukegan.  Illinois  60685.  A  copy 
of  items  (2)  and  (3)  may  be  obtained 
upon  request  addressed  to  the  U.S.  Nu¬ 
clear  Regulatory  Commission,  Washing¬ 
ton.  D  C.  20555,  Attention:  Director,  Di¬ 
vision  of  Operating  Reactors. 

Dated  at  Bethesda.  Maryland,  this  8th 
day  of  March  1977, 

A.  SCHWENCER. 

Chief.  Operating  Reactors 
Branch  No.  1,  Division  of  Op¬ 
erating  Reactors. 

(FR  Dt>c .77-8570  Filed  3-23-77;8:45  am) 


(Docket  No.  50-255) 

CONSUMERS  POWER  CO. 

Issuance  of  Amendment  to  Provisional 
Operating  License 

The  U.S.  Nuclear  Regulatory  Commis¬ 
sion  (the  Commission)  has  issued 
Amendment  No.  24  to  Provisional  Oper¬ 
ating  License  No.  DPR-20.  issued  to  (Con¬ 
sumers  Power  Company  (the  licensee), 
which  revised  Technical  Specifications 
for  operation  of  the  Palisades  Plant  (the 
facility*  located  in  Covert  Township,  Van 
Buren  County,  Michigan.  The  amend¬ 
ment  is  effective  as  of  its  date  of  issuance. 

This  amendment  makes  revisions  to 
the  Off-Site  Organization  and  other  ap¬ 
plicable  areas  of  the  Administrative  and 
Controls  Section  of  the  Palisades  Techni¬ 
cal  Specifications  to  reflect  organization¬ 
al  changes  w'ithin  Consumers  Power 
Company. 

The  application  for  the  amendment 
complies  with  the  standards  and  require¬ 
ments  of  the  Atomic  Energy  Act  of  1954, 
as  amended  ( the  Act ) .  and  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  rules  and  regulations.  The  Com¬ 
mission  has  made  appropriate  findings 
as  required  by  the  Act  and  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  rules  and  regulations  in  10  CFR 
Chapter  I.  which  are  set  forth  in  the 
license  amendment.  Prior  public  notice  of 
this  amendment  was  not  required  since 
the  amendment  does  not  involve  a  sig¬ 
nificant  hazards  consideration. 

The  Commission  has  determined  that 
the  Issuance  of  this  amendment  will  not 
result  in  any  significant  environmental 
impact  and  that  pursuant  to  10  CFR 
51.5(d)(4)  an  environmental  impact 
statement  or  negative  declaration  and 
environmental  impact  appraisal  need  not 
be  prepared  in  connection  w’ith  issuance 
of  this  amendment. 

For  further  details  with  respect  to  this 
action,  see  (1)  the  application  for 
amendment  dated  October  1.  1976,  (2) 
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Amendment  No.  24  to  License  No.  DPR- 
20,  and  (3)  the  Commission’s  related 
Safety  Evaluation.  All  of  these  items  are 
available  for  public  Inspection  at  the 
Commission’s  Public  Document  Room, 
1717  H  Street,  N.W.,  Washington,  D.C. 
20555  and  at  the  Kalamazoo  Public  Li¬ 
brary,  315  South  Rose  Street,  Kalamazoo, 
Michigan  49006.  A  copy  of  items  (2)  and 
(3)  may  be  obtained  upon  request  ad¬ 
dressed  to  the  U.S.  Nuclear  Regulatory 
Commission,  Washington,  D.C.  20555, 
Attention;  Director,  Division  of  Operat¬ 
ing  Reactors. 

Dated  at  Bethesda,  Maryland,  this  8th 
day  of  March  1977. 

For  the  Nuclear  Regulatory  Commis¬ 
sion. 

A.  SCHWENCKR, 

Chief.  Operating  Reactors 
Branch  No.  1,  Division  of 
Operating  Reactors. 

|FR  Doc.77-8668  Filed  3-23-77; 8: 46  am) 


[Docket  No.  50-320] 

METROPOLITAN  EDISON  CO.,  ET  AL 

(THREE-MILE  ISLAND  NUCLEAR  STA¬ 
TION,  UNIT  NO.  2) 

Order  Regarding  Evidentiary  Hearing 

In  the  Matter  of  Metrc^Utan  Edison 
Company,  Jersey  Central  Power  &  Light 
Company,  and  Pennsylvania  Electric 
Company  (Three  Mile  Island  Nuclear 
Station,  Unit  No.  2). 

The  evidentiary  hearing  in  this  pro¬ 
ceeding  will  commence  on  Tuesday, 
April  5,  1977.  at  9:30  ajn.  at  the  U5. 
FMeral  Building  and  Courthouse,  Court¬ 
room  No.  2  (9th  Floor) ,  3rd  and  Walnut 
Streets,  Harrisburg,  Pennsylvania.  The 
hearing  will  continue  through  Friday, 
April  8,  1977. 

So  ordered. 

Dated  at  Bethesda,  Maryland,  this  15th 
day  of  March  1977. 

The  Atobuc  Safety  and 
Licensing  Board. 

Edward  Luton, 

Chairman, 

[PR  Doc.77-8667  Piled  3-23-77;8:45  am] 


[Docket  Nos.  60-282  and  60-306] 

NORTHERN  STATES  POWER  CO. 

Issuance  of  Amendments  to  Facility 
Operating  Licenses 

The  U.S.  Nuclear  Regulatory  Com¬ 
mission  (the  Commission)  has  issued 
Amendment  Nos.  19  and  13  to  Facility 
Operating  License  Nos.  DPRr-42  and 
DPR-60,  issued  to  the  Northern  States 
Pow’er  Company  (tfie  licensee) ,  which  re¬ 
vised  Technical  Specifications  for  opera¬ 
tion  of  Unit  Nos.  1  and  2  of  the  Prairie 
Island  Nuclear  Generating  Plant  (the 
facilities)  located  in  (3oodhue  Coxmty, 
Minnesota.  The  amendments  are  effec¬ 
tive  as  of  their  date  of  issuance. 

These  amendments  provided  for  addi¬ 
tional  DNBR  margin  to  accoimt  for  the 
effects  of  fuel  rod  bowing.  The  amend¬ 
ments  also  include  corrections  to  admin¬ 


istrative  errors  in  previously  issued  li¬ 
censed  amendments. 

The  iqipUcation  for  the  amendments 
complies  with  the  standards  and  require¬ 
ments  of  the  Atomic  Energy  Act  of  1954, 
as  amended  (the  Act) ,  and  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  rules  and  regulations.  The  Com¬ 
mission  has  made  appropriate  findings 
as  required  by  the  Act  and  the  Commis- 
sion's  rules  and  regulations  in  10  CFR 
Chapter  I,  which  are  set  forth  in  the  li¬ 
cense  amendments.  Prior  public  notice 
of  these  amendments  was  not  required 
since  the  amendments  do  not  involve  a 
significant  hazards  consideration. 

The  Commission  has  determined  that 
the  Issuance  of  these  amendments  will 
not  result  in  any  significant  environ¬ 
mental  impact  and  that  pursuant  to  10 
CFR  51.5(d)(4)  an  environmental  im¬ 
pact  statement  or  negative  declaration 
and  environmental  impact  appraisal  need 
not  be  prepared  in  connection  with  issu¬ 
ance  of  these  amendments. 

For  further  details  with  respect  to  this 
action,  see  (1)  the  application  for  amend¬ 
ments  dated  November  4,  1976,  and  sup¬ 
plement  thereto  dated  January  28,  1977, 
(2)  Amendment  Nos.  19  and  13  to  License 
Nos.  DPR-42  and  DPRr-60,  respectively, 
and  (3)  the  Commission’s  related  Safety 
Evaluation.  All  of  these  items  are  avail¬ 
able  for  public  inspection  at  &e  Com¬ 
mission’s  Public  Document  Room,  1717 
H  Street  NW.,  Washington,  D.C.  and  at 
The  Environmental  Conservation  Li¬ 
brary  of  the  Minneapolis  Public  Library, 
300  Nicollet  Mall,  Minneapolis,  Minne¬ 
sota  55401. 

A  single  copy  of  items  (2)  and  (3)  may 
be  obtained  upon  request  addressed  to 
the  U.S.  Nuclear  Regulatory  Commission, 
Washington,  D.C.  20555,  Attention:  Di¬ 
rector,  Division  of  Operating  Reactors. 

Dated  at  Bethesda,  Maryland,  this 
11th  day  of  March  1977. 

For  the  Nuclear  Regulatory  Commis¬ 
sion. 

Dennis  L.  Ziemann, 
Chief,  Operating  Reactors 
Branch  No.  2,  Division  of  Op¬ 
erating  Reactors. 

[PR  Doc.77-8573  Filed  3-23-77; 8: 45  am] 


[Docket  Noe.  50-282  and  50-306] 

NORTHERN  STATES  POWER  CO. 

Issuance  of  Amendments  to  Facility  Oper¬ 
ating  Licenses  and  Negative  Declaration 

The  U.S.  Nuclear  Regulatory  Commis¬ 
sion  (the  Commission)  has  issued 
Amendment  Nos.  18  and  12  to  Facility 
Operating  License  Nos.  DPR-42  and 
DPR-60,  Issued  to  the  Northern  States 
Power  Company  (the  licensee),  which 
revised  Technical  Specifications  for 
operation  of  Unit  Nos.  1  and  2  of  the 
Prairie  Island  Nuclear  Generating  Plant 
(the  facilities)  located  in  Goodhue 
Coimty,  Minnesota.  The  amendments  are 
effective  as  of  their  date  of  issuance. 

The  amendments  changed  those  sec¬ 
tions  of  the  Envircmmental  Technical 
Specifications  contained  in  Appendix  B 
to  the  licenses  relating  to  thermal,  fish 
impingement,  special  studies,  and  ad¬ 
ministrative  activities.  In  addition,  minor 


wording  changes  were  included  for  clari- 
ficatlmi. 

The  applications  for  the  amendments 
comply  with  the  standards  and  require¬ 
ments  of  the  Atomic  Energy  Act  of  1954. 
as  amended  (the  Act) .  and  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  rules  and  regulations.  ’The  Com¬ 
mission  has  made  appropriate  findings  as 
required  by  the  Act  and  the  Commis- 
skm’s  rules  and  regulations  in  10  CFR 
Chapter  I,  which  are  set  forth  in  the 
license  amendments.  Prior  public  notice 
of  these  amendments  wau  not  required 
since  the  amendments  do  not  involve  a 
significant  hazards  consideration. 

The  Commission  has  prepared  an  en- 
virojunental  impact  appraisal  for  the 
proposed  changes  on  the  above  subject 
and  has  cmicluded  that  an  environ¬ 
mental  impact  statement  for  this  par¬ 
ticular  action  is  not  warranted  because 
there  will  be  no  significant  environ¬ 
mental  impact  attributable  to  the  action. 

For  further  details  with  respect  to  thi.s 
action,  see  (1)  the  applications  for 
amendments  dated  June  25  and  Septem¬ 
ber  23, 1976,  (2)  Amendment  Nos.  18  and 
12  to  License  Nos.  DPR-42  and  DPR-60. 
respectively,  and  (3)  the  Commission’s 
concurrenUy  Issued  related  Safety  Evalu¬ 
ation  and  Environmental  Impact  Ap¬ 
praisal.  All  of  these  items  are  available 
for  public  inspection  at  the  Commission’s 
Public  Document  Room,  1717  H  Street. 
N.W.,  Washington,  D.C.  and  at  the  En¬ 
vironmental  Conservation  Library  of  the 
Minneapolis  Public  Library,  300  Nicollet 
MaU,  Minneapolis,  Minnesota  55401.  A 
copy  of  Items  (2)  and  (3)  may  be  ob¬ 
tained  upon  request  addressed  to  the 
U.S.  Nuclear  Regulatory  Commission, 
Washington,  D.C.  20555,  Attention;  Di¬ 
rector,  Dhision  of  Operating  Reactors. 

Dated  at  Bethesda,  Maryland,  this  11th 
day  of  March,  1977. 

For  the  Nuclear  Regulatory  Commis¬ 
sion. 

Dennis  L.  Ziemann, 
Chief,  Operating  Reactors 
Branch  No.  2,  Division  of  Op¬ 
erating  Reactors. 

[FR  Doc.77-8574  Filed  3-23-77;8;45  am] 


REGULATORY  GUIDE 
Issuance  and  Availability 

The  Nuclear  Regulatory  Commission 
has  issued  a  guide  in  its  Regulatory 
Guide  Series.  This  series  has  been  de¬ 
veloped  to  describe  and  make  available 
to  the  public  methods  acceptable  to  the 
NRC  staff  of  implementing  specific  parts 
of  the  Commission’s  regulations  and,  in 
some  cases,  to  delineate  techniques  used 
by  the  staff  in  evaluating  specific  prob¬ 
lems  or  postulated  accidents  and  to  pro¬ 
vide  guidance  to  applicants  concerning 
certain  of  the  information  needed  by  the 
staff  in  its  review  of  applications  for  per¬ 
mits  and  licenses. 

Regulatory  Guide  1.106,  Revision  1, 
“Thermal  Overload  Protection  for  Elec¬ 
tric  Motors  on  Motor-Operated  Valves,’’ 
describes  a  method  acceptable  to  the 
NRC  staff  for  complying  with  regulatKms 
with  regard  to  the  application  of  thermal 
overload  protection  devices  that  are  in¬ 
tegral  with  the  motor  starter  for  electric 
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motors  on  motor-operated  valves.  This 
guide  was  revised  as  the  result  of  public 
comments  and  additional  staff  review. 

Comments  and  suggestions  in  connec¬ 
tion  with  (1)  items  for  inclusicm  in 
gxiides  currently  being  developed  or  (2) 
improvements  in  all  published  guides  are 
encouraged  at  any  time.  Comments 
should  be  sent  to  the  Secretary  of  the 
Commission,  U.S.  Nuclear  Regulatory 
Commission,  Washington,  D.C.  20555, 
Attention;  Docketing  and  Service 
Branch. 

Regulatory  guides  are  available  for  in¬ 
spection  at  the  Commission’s  Public 
Document  Room,  1717  H  Street  NW., 
Washington.  D.C.  Requests  for  single 
copies  of  issued  guides  (which  may  be 
reproduced)  or  for  placement  on  an 
automatic  distribution  list  for  single 
copies  of  future  guides  in  specific  divi¬ 
sions  should  be  made  in  writing  to  the 
U.S.  Nuclear  Regulatory  Commission, 
Washington,  D.C.  20555,  Attention:  Di¬ 
rector,  Division  of  Document  Control. 
Telephcme  requests  cannot  be  accom¬ 
modated.  Regulatory  guides  are  not 
cc^yrighted.  and  Commission  approval 
is  not  required  to  reproduce  them. 

(6  u  s  e.  562(a)) 

Dated  at  Rockville.  Maryland,  this 
15th  day  of  March  1977. 

For  the  Nuclear  Regulatory  Commis¬ 
sion. 


Robert  B.  Minoctde, 
Director.  Office  of 
Standards  Development. 
(FR  Doc.77-8569  Filed  3-23-77;8:45  am) 


[Docket  No.  P-55e-A] 

SAN  DIEGO  GAS  AND  ELECTRIC  CO.. 

ET  AL. 

Receipt  of  Additional  Antitrust  Informa¬ 
tion:  Time  for  Submission  of  Views  on 
Antitrust  Matters 

San  Diego  Gas  &  Electric  Company, 
pursuant  to  Section  103  of  the  Atomic 
Energy  Act  of  1954,  as  amended,  filed  on 
January -21,  1977,  information  requested 
by  the  Attorney  General  for  Antitrust 
Review  as  required  by  10  cm  Part  50. 
Appendix  L.  This  information  concerns 
the  following  prospective  owners:  Cali¬ 
fornia  Department  of  Water  Resources, 
and  the  Cities  of  Anaheim,  Glendale, 
Pasadena,  and  Riverside,  California.  The 
information  was  filed  in  connection  with 
the  application  for  construction  permits 
and  operating  licenses  filed  by  the  San 
Diego  Gas  it  Electric  Company  to  con¬ 
struct  and  operate  two  pressurized  water 
nuclear  reactors  on  a  site  near  Blythe  in 
Riverside  Coimty,  (California.  The  orig¬ 
inal  antitrust  portion  of  the  application 
was  submitted  on  October  29,  1975  by 
San  Diego  Gas  &  Electric  Company.  The 
Notice  of  Receipt  of  the  Antitrust  Appli¬ 
cation  was  published  in  the  Federal  Reg¬ 
ister  on  December  5,  1975  (40  FR  56985) . 

A  portion  of  the  application,  consisting 
of  general  and  financial  information  ac¬ 
companied  by  an  Environmental  Report, 
dated  November  30.  1976,  is  currently 
undergoing  a  detailed  acceptance  re¬ 
view.  Upon  acceptance,  a  Notice  of  Re¬ 


ceipt  of  Application  for  Construction 
Permits  and  Operating  Licenses  and 
Availability  of  Environmental  Report 
and  a  separate  Notice  of  Hearing  will  be 
published  in  the  Federal  Register.  A 
copy  of  the  above  stated  documents,  ex¬ 
cept  for  the  Notice  of  Receipt  for  Con¬ 
struction  Permits  and  Operating  Licenses 
and  Availability  of  Environmental  Re¬ 
port.  and  the  Notice  of  Hearing,  which 
will  be  available  upon  Issuance,  are  avail¬ 
able  for  public  inspection  at  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  Public  Docuirfent  Room,  1717 
H  Street,  N.W..  Washington.  D.C.  20555 
and  at  the  local  public  document  room  in 
the  Palo  Verde  Valley  District  Library, 
125  West  Chanslorway,  Blythe,  Cali¬ 
fornia  92255. 

Any  person  who  wishes  to  liave  his 
views  on  the  antitrust  matters  of  the  ap¬ 
plication  with  respect  to  the  California 
Department  of  Water  Resources,  and  the 
Cities  of  Anaheim,  Glendale,  Pasadena, 
and  Riverside,  California  presented  to 
the  Attorney  General  for  consideration 
should  submit  such  views  to  the  U.S. 
Nuclear  Regulatory  Commission,  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C.  20555,  Attention:  Antitrust 
and  Indemnity  Group,  Office  of  Reactor 
Regulation,  on  or  before  May  23, 1977. 


Dated  at  Bethesda.  Maryland,  this 
14th  day  of  March,  1977. 


For  the  Nuclear  Regulatory  Com 
mission. 


Olan  D.  Parr, 

Chief.  Light  Water  Reactors 
Branch  No.  3.  Division  of 
Project  Management. 


|FR  Doc.  77-8565  Filed  3-23-77; 8; 45  am] 


(Dockets  Nos.  50-325  and  50-324] 

CAROLINA  POWER  &  LIGHT  CO..  BRUNS¬ 
WICK  STEAM  ELECTRIC  PLANT.  UNITS 
NOS.  1  AND  2 

Order  for  Modification  of  License 

I.  The  Carolina  Power  ti  Light  Com¬ 
pany  (the  licensee) ,  is  the  holder  of  Faci¬ 
lity  Operating  Licenses  Nos.  DPR-71  and 
DPR-62  which  authorize  the  operation 
of  the  nuclear  power  reactors  known  as 
Brunswick  Steam  Electric  Plant,  Units 
1  and  2  (the  facility)  at  steady  state 
reactor  core  power  levels  not  in  excess 
of  2436  megawatts  thermal  (rated 
power) .  'The  facility  consists  of  two  boil¬ 
ing  water  reactors  (BWRs)  located  at 
the  licensee’s  site  in  Brunswick  County, 
North  Carolina. 

II.  In  comformance  with  evaluations 
of  the  performance  of  the  Emergency 
Core  Cooling  System  (ECCS)  of  the 
facility  submitted  by  the  licensee  on: 
November  26,  1975,  January  2,  May  7, 
June  25,  and  July  21.  1976  (for  Unit  1) 
and  March  5,  April  21,  27,  and  30,  1976 
(for  Unit  2),  the  Technical  Specifica¬ 
tions  issued  for  the  facility  on  September 
8.  1976  (Unit  1)  and  May  13,  1976  (Unit 
2)  limit  the  Average  Planar  Linear  Heat 
Generation  Rates  to  the  values  shown  in 
Technical  Specification  Figures  3.1-2A, 
B,  and  C.  The  ECCTS  performance 
evaluation  submitted  by  the  licensee  was 
based  up<xi  a  previously  approved  ECCS 
evaluation  model  developed  by  General 


Electric  Company  (General  Electric) , 
the  reactor  supplier.  This  model  has  been 
found  to  conform  to  the  requirements  of 
the  Commission’s  ECJCS  Acceptance  Cri¬ 
teria,  10  CFTl  Part  50  S  50.46'  and  Ap¬ 
pendix  K.  The  evaluation  indicated  that 
with  the  average  planar  linear  heat  gen¬ 
eration  rate  limited  as  set  forth  above, 
and  with  the  other  limits  set  forth  in  the 
facility’s  technical  specifications,  the 
E(X7S  cooling  performance  for  the  fa¬ 
cility  would  conform  with  the  criteria 
contained  in  10  CFR  §  50.46(b)  which 
govern  calculated  peek  clad  tempera¬ 
ture.  maximum  cladding  oxidation,  maxi¬ 
mum  hydrogen  generation,  coolable 
geometry  and  long  term  cooling. 

Recently’!  the  NRC  staff  was  informed 
by  General  Electric  that  several  errors 
had  been  ’discovered  in  the  computer 
c(xles  used  to  calculate  peak  clad  temr 
perature  and  the  clad  oxidation  percent¬ 
age  in  the  General  Ellectric  evaluation 
model.  These  errors  have  been  discovered 
by  General  Electric  during  a  continuing 
Internal  Quality  Assurance  audit  of  their 
LOCA  evaluation  mcxlel  codes.  This  audit 
is  still  under  way  and  the  errors  reported 
reflect  those  found  to  date.  The  addi¬ 
tional  effort  expended  by  the  vendor  to 
enhance  the  assurance  of  the  quality  of 
its  evaluation  model,  the  staff  believes, 
was  prudent  and  desirable.  Identification 
of  additional  errors  of  a  minor  nature 
may  still  develop  during  the  emgoing  QA 
checks.  Nonetheless,  the  staff  believes  it 
appropriate  to  order  the  correctiem  of 
those  uncovered  thus  far.  While  some 
of  these  errors  discussed  herein  have 
either  no  significant  effect  or  a  conserva¬ 
tive  effect  on  the  evaluation  results,  one 
or  more  of  the  errors  included  in  the 
Brunswick  E(X?S  evaluation  leads  to 
nonconservative  values.  Based  on  a  pre¬ 
liminary  assessment,  including  inforfha- 
tion  and  supportive  calculations  by 
General  Electric,  the  NRC  staff  has  de- 
tennined  that  the  combined  effect  of  the 
following  code  errors  would,  when  cor¬ 
rected,  result  in  an  ECCS  evaluation  re¬ 
quiring  no  reduction  in  operating  limits 
for  either  Brunswick  units. 

(1)  Pressure  Rule.  The  LAMB  code  is 
used  to  calculate  system  pressure  during 
the  LGCA.  This  calculated  pressure  is 
then  used  as  an  input  to  the  REFLOOD 
C(xle  which  calculates  the  water  level  vs 
time  relationship  in  the  core.  General 
Electric  used  an  approximation  of  the 
pressure  response  of  the  LAMB  code  that 
was  thought  at  the  time  of  approval,  to 
be  an  acceptable  representation  of  the 
physical  phenomena  involved.  Later  ap¬ 
plication  of  this  approximation  to  cer¬ 
tain  cases  showed  it  to  be  non-conserva¬ 
tive.  General  Electric  proposes  to  correct 
this  nonconservatism  by  utilizing  a  con¬ 
servative  approximation  to  the  pressure 
rule  for  input  into  REFTiOOD.  This  cor¬ 
rection  increases  reflood  time  by  0  to  50 
seconds  and  decreases  MAPLHGR  by  0  to 
5%. 

(2)  Bundle  Vaporization.  General 
Electric  has  used  Incorrect  coefficients  in 
the  calculation  of  the  amount  of  vapori¬ 
zation  occurring  during  (X)re  spray.  The 
vapor  formation  in  the  bundle  is  a  prime 
determinant  of  the  amount  of  spray 
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water  that  can  get  through  the  upper  tie 
plate  and  reflood  the  core.  The  vapor 
formation  was  under-calculated  by  ap¬ 
proximately  4%  resulting  in  a  20-second 
increase  in  reflooding  time  and  about  a 
2%  decrease  in  the  MAPLHGR. 

(3)  Discharge  Break  Modeling.  Gen¬ 
eral  Electric  proposes  to  take  credit  for 
an  approved  model  for  suction  line  fric¬ 
tion  (from  the  vessel  nozzle  to  the  dis¬ 
charge  side  of  the  recirculation  pump) 
that  improves  reflooding  time  for  the  dis¬ 
charge  break  by  approximately  15  sec¬ 
onds.  This  Increases  the  MAPLHGR  for 
discharge  break  limited  plants  by  about 
1.5%. 

(4)  Strtictural  Absorption  of  Gamma 
Heat.  General  Electric  has  erroneously 
taken  double  credit  for  power  generation 
in  non-fuel  structural  material.  Correc¬ 
tion  of  this  error  results  in  approximately 
a  4%  decrease  in  the  MAPLHGR  for  cer¬ 
tain  plants.  This  error  does  not  apply  to 
Brunswick  Units  1  and  2. 

(5)  Increased  Counter  Current  Flow 
Limiting  (CCFL)  Differential  Pressure. 
Some  experimental  evidence  exists  that 
the  differential  pressure  in  a  fuel  assem¬ 
bly  during  periods  of  CCPL  may  be 
higher  than  previously  assumed.  This 
could  cause  a  delay  in  reflood  time.  Cor¬ 
rection  of  this  error  reduces  the  Bruns¬ 
wick  MAPLHGR  by  1  to  2%. 

(6)  Others.  Several  small  changes  of 
Inputs  to  the  evaluation  codes  were  iden¬ 
tified  as  being  necessary  to  correct  errors. 
They  Included: 

(a)  The  use  of  actual  plant  specific 
break  aresis  for  the  LOCA; 

(b)  A  reduced  core  plate  weight; 

(c)  An  increase  in  the  peripheral  by¬ 
pass  area  used  in  the  counter  current 
flooding  calculations; 

(d)  The  correction  of  a  decimal  point 
err9r  in  the  assumed  guide  tube  thick¬ 
ness;  and 

(e)  Credit  is  no  longer  assumed  for 
recirculation  loop  discharge  valve  closure 
during  blowdown. 

Due  to  the  errors  in  the  E(7CS  analysis 
currently  approved  by  NRC  for  Bruns¬ 
wick  the  staff  requested  the  licensee  to 
submit  an  estimate  of  the  impact  of 
these  errors  on  the  peak  clad  tempera-, 
ture  that  would  result  from  the  worst 
break,  if  the  errors  were  corrected.  The 
revised  EC7CS  calculations  indicated  that 
the  MAPLHGR  is  conservative  by  ap¬ 
proximately  1%  considering  the  cumu¬ 
lative  effect  of  these  errors.  Although  GE 
model  changes  under  review  by  the  staff 
generlcally  show  that  MAPLHGR  limits 
even  higher  than  those  presently  set 
forth  in  the  Technical  Specifications  for 
Brunswick  Units  1  and  2  would  still  sat¬ 
isfy  ECXTS  limits,  no  credit  for  such  in¬ 
crease  was  considered  by  the  NRC. 

The  staff  expects  that  when  final  re¬ 
vised  calculations  for  the  facility  are  sub¬ 
mitted  using  the  revised  and  corrected 
model,  they  will  demonstrate  that  opera¬ 
tion  with  the  linear  heat  generation 
rates  set  forth  in  this  Order  will  con¬ 
form  to  the  Criteria  of  10  CFR  S  50.46 
(b) .  Such  revised  calculations  fully  con¬ 
forming  to  the  requirements  of  10  CFR 
§  50.46  are  to  be  provided  for  the  facility 
as  soon  as  possible. 


NOTICES 

As  discussed  herein,  the  present 
MAPLHGR  limits  for  this  facUity  are 
such  that  they  assure  that  the  EX:CS  will 
conform  to  the  performance  require¬ 
ments  of  10  CFR  S  50.46.  Accordingly, 
such  limits  provide  reasonable  assiuunce 
that  the  public  health  and  safety  will 
not  be  endangered. 

Upon  notification  by  the  NRC  staff  on 
February  14,  1977,  the  licensee  com¬ 
mitted,  by  letter  dated  February  18, 1977, 
to  submit  a  re-evaluation  of  the  ECCS 
performance  of  Brunswick  Units  1  and 
2  on  a  timely  basis.  The  staff  believes 
that  the  licensee’s  action,  under  the  cir¬ 
cumstances,  is  appropriate  and  that  this 
action  should  be  confirmed  by  NRC 
Order. 

in.  Copies  of  the  previously  men¬ 
tioned  documents  are  available  for  in¬ 
spection  at  the  Commission’s  Public 
Document  Room,  1717  H  Street  NW., 
Washington,  D.C.  20555,  and  at  the 
Southport-Brunswick  County  Library, 
109  W.  Moore  Street,  Southport,  North 
Carolina  28461.  In  addition,  copies  of  the 
following  documents  are  being  placed  at 
the  above  l(x:ations: 

(1)  Letters  from  General  Electric  to  MBC 
dated  February  14,  1977,  and  January  26, 
1977;  and 

(2)  This  Order  for  Modification  of  License 
In  the  matter  of  Carolina  Power  A  Light 
(Brunswick  Steam  Electric  Plant,  Units  1 
and  2). 

Accordingly,  pursuant  to  the  Atomic 
Ekiergy  Act  of  1954,  as  amended,  and  the 
Commission’s  Rules  and  Regulations  in 
10  (7FR  Parts  2  and  50.  it  is  ordered.  'Hiat 
Facility  Operating  Licenses  Nos.  DPR-71 
and  DPR-62  hereby  be  amended  by  add¬ 
ing  the  following  new  provision: 

(1)  As  soon  as  possible,  the  licensee 
shall  submit  a  re-evaluation  of  E(X;S 
cooling  performance  calculated  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  General  Electric  Com¬ 
pany’s  Evaluation  Model  approved  by  the 
NCR  staff  and  corrected  for  the  errors 
described  herein  and  any  other  correc¬ 
tions  in  the  Model  of  which  the  licensee 
is  aware  at  the  time  the  calculations  are 
performed. 

Dated  in  Bethesda,  Maryland  this  11th 
day  of  March  1977. 

For  the  Nuclear  Regulatory  Commis¬ 
sion. 

Ben  C.  Rusche, 
Director,  Office  of 
Nuclear  Reactor  Regulation. 

I  FR  Doc.77-8673  Piled  8-23  77; 8: 45  am) 


(Docket  No.  80-213] 

CONNECTICUT  YANKEE  ATOMIC  POWER 
CO. 

Issuance  of  Amendment  to  Facility 
Operating  License 

The  U.S.  Nuclear  Regulatory  Commis¬ 
sion  (the  Commission)  has  issued 
Amendment  No.  14  to  Facility  Operating 
License  No.  DPR-61,  issued  to  Ccmnecti- 
cut  Yankee  Atomic  Power  Company  (the 
licensee) ,  which  revised  Technical  Spec¬ 
ifications  for  operation  of  the  Haddam 
Neck  Plant  (the  facility),  located  in 


Middlesex  County,  Connecticut.  The 
amendment  is  effective  as  of  its  date  of 
issuance. 

The  amendment  revises  the  allowable 
incore  axial  offset  vs.  power  for  C^ycle  Vn 
operation  beyond  250  Effective  Pull 
Power  Days  (EFPD)  by  applying  a  re¬ 
duction  of  1.2  Kw/ft  to  the  limiting  lin¬ 
ear  heat  generation  rate  (LHGR)  to  ac¬ 
count  for  a  higher  upper  head  fluid  tem¬ 
perature  (UHPT)  than  was  assumed  in 
the  ECCS  analysis. 

The  application  for  the  amendment 
complies  with  the  standards  and  require¬ 
ments  of  the  Atomic  Energy  Act  of  1954, 
as  amended  (the  Act) ,  and  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  rules  and  regulations.  The  Com¬ 
mission  has  made  appropriate  findings 
as  required  by  the  Act  and  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  rules  and  regulations  in  10  CFR 
Chapter  I,  which  are  set  forth  in  the  li¬ 
cense  amendment.  Prior  public  notice  of 
this  amendment  was  not  required  since 
the  amendment  does  not  involve  a  sig¬ 
nificant  hazards  (xmsideration. 

The  Commission  has  determined  that 
the  issuance  of  this  amendment  will  not 
result  in  any  significant  environmental 
impact  and  that  pursuant  to  10  CFR 
S  51.5(d)  (4)  an  environmental  impact 
statement  or  negative  decHaration  and 
environmental  impact  appraisal  need 
not  be  prepared  in  connection  with  issu¬ 
ance  of  this  amendment. 

For  further  details  with  respect  to  this 
action,  see  (1)  the  application  for 
amendment  dated  February  16, 1977,  (2) 
Amendment  No.  14  to  License  No.  DPR- 
61,  and  (3)  the  Commission’s  related 
Safety  Evaluation.  All  of  these  items  are 
available  for  public  inspection  at  the 
Commission’s  Public  Document  Room. 
1717  H  Street,  N.W.,  Washington,  D.C. 
and  at  the  Russell  Library,  119  Broad 
Street,  Middletown,  Connecticut  06457. 
A  copy  of  items  (2)  and  (3)  may  be  ob¬ 
tain^  upon  request  addressed  to  the 
U.S.  Nuclear  Regulatory  Commission, 
Washington,  D.C.  20555,  Attention:  Di¬ 
rector,  Division  of  Operating  Reactors. 


|PR  Doc.77-8674  Piled  3-23-77:8  45  am) 


[Docket  No.  50-333) 

POWER  AUTHORITY  OF  THE  STATE  OF 
NEW  YORK  AND  NIAGARA  MOHAWK 
POWER  CORP.,  JAMES  A.  FITZPATRICK 
NUCLEAR  POWER  PLANT 

Order  for  Modification  of  License 
I 

The  Power  Authority  of  the  State  of 
New  York  and  Niagara  Mohawk  Power 
Corporation  (the  licensees),  are  the 
holders  of  Facility  Operating  License  No. 
DPR-59  which  authorizes  the  operation 
of  the  nuclear  power  reactor  known  as 
James  A.  FltzPatrlck  NUclear  Power 


Dated  at  Bethesda,  Maryland,  this  7th 
day  of  March  1977. 

For  the  Nuclear  Regulatory  Commis¬ 
sion. 

A.  SCHWENCER, 

Chief,  Operating  Reactors 
Branch  No.  1,  Division  of 
Operating  Reactors. 
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Plant  (the  facility)  at  steady  state  re¬ 
actor  power  levels  not  in  excess  of  2436 
megawatts  thermal  (rated  power> .  "Hie 
facility  consists  of  a  boiling  water  reac¬ 
tor  (BWR)  located  at  the  licensee’s  site 
on  Lake  Ontario  in  Oswego  Countj-,  New 
York. 

n 

In  conformance  with  evaluations  of 
the  performance  of  the  Emergency  Core 
Cooling  System  (E(X;S)  of  the  facility 
submitted  by  the  licensee  on  July  9, 1975, 
and  a  supplement  thereto  dated  Decem¬ 
ber  23.  1975,  the  Technical  Specifications 
issued  for  the  facility  on  March  12,  1976, 
limit  the  Average  Planar  Linear  Heat 
Generation  Rates  to  the  values  shown  on 
Technical  Specification  Figures  3.5-1 
through  3.5-2.  The  ECCS  performance 
evaluation  submitted  by  the  licensee  was 
based  upon  a  previously  approved  ECCS 
evaluation  mc^el  devel(H)ed  by  General 
Electric  Company  (General  Electric), 
the  designer  of  the  facility.  This  model 
has  been  foimd  to  conform  to  the  re¬ 
quirements  of  the  Commission’s  ECCS 
Acceptance  Criteria,  10  CFR  Part  50 
§  50.46  and  Appendix  K.  The  evaluation 
indicated  that  with  the  average  planar 
linear  heat  generation  rate  limited  as  set 
forth  above,  and  with  the  other  limits 
set  forth  in  the  facility’s  Technical  Spec¬ 
ifications,  the  ECCS  cooling  performance 
for  the  facility  would  conform  with  the 
criteria  contained  in  10  CFR  §  50.46(b) 
which  govern  peak  calculated  clad  tem- 
peratxire,  maximum  cladding  oxidati<m, 
maximum  hydrogen  generation,  coolable 
geometry  and  long  term  cooling. 

Recently,  the  NRC  staff  was  informed 
by  General  Electric  that  several  errors 
had  been  discovered  in  the  computer 
codes  used  to  calculate  peak  clad  temper¬ 
ature  and  the  clad  oxidation  percentage 
in  the  General  Electric  evaluation  model. 
These  errors  have  been  discovered  by 
General  Electric  during  a  continuing  in¬ 
ternal  Quality  Assurance  audit  of  their 
LOCA  evaluation  model  codes.  This  audit 
is  still  imder  way  and  the  errors  reported 
reflect  those  found  to  date.  The  addi¬ 
tional  effort  expended  by  the  vendor  to 
enhance  the  assurance  of  the  quality  of 
its  evaluation  model,  the  staff  believes, 
was  prudent  and  desirable.  Identification 
of  additional  errors  of  a  minor  nature 
may  still  develop  during  the  ongoing  QA 
checks.  Nwietheless,  the  staff  believes  it 
appropriate  to  order  the  correction  of 
those  uncovered  thus  far.  While  some  of 
these  errors  discussed  herein  have  either 
no  significant  effect  or  a  conservative 
effect  on  the  evaluaticm  results,  one  or 
more  of  the  errors  included  in  the  PASNY 
ECXS  evaluation  leads  to  non -conserva¬ 
tive  values.  Based  on  a  preliminary 
assessment,  including  information  and 
supportive  calculations  by  General  Elec¬ 
tric,  the  NRC  staff  has  determined  that 
the  combined  effect  of  the  following  code 
errors  would,  when  corrected,  result  in 
an  ECCS  evaluation  requiring  no  reduc¬ 
tion  in  operating  limits  for  FitzPatrick. 

(1>  Pressure  Rule.  Ihe  LAMB  code  is 
used  to  calculate  system  pressure  during 
the  LOCA.  'Ihis  calculated  pressure  is 
then  used  as  an  input  to  the  REFLOOD 
code  which  calculates  the  water  level  vs 


time  relationship  in  the  core.  General 
EHectric  used  an  approximaticm  of  the 
pressure  response  of  the  LAMB  code  that 
was  thought,  at  the  time  of  approval,  to 
be  an  acceptable  representatiwi  of  the 
physical  phenomena  invoh'ed.  Later  ap¬ 
plication  of  this  approximation  to  certain 
cases  showed  it  to  be  non-conservative. 
General  Electric  prtHJOses  to  correct  this 
nonconservatism  by  utilizing  a  conserva¬ 
tive  approximation  to  the  pressure  rule 
for  input  into  REFLOOD.  This  correction 
increases  reflood  time  by  0  to  50  seconds 
and  decreases  MAPLHGR  by  0  to  5%. 

(2)  Bundle  Vaporization.  (3eneral 
Electric  has  used  incorrect  coefficients 
in  the  calculation  of  the  amount  of  va¬ 
porization  occurring  during  core  spray. 
The  \'apor  formation  in  the  bundle  is  a 
prime  determinant  of  the  amount  of 
spray  water  that  can  gel  through  the 
upper  tie  plate  and  reflood  the  core.  The 
vapor  formation  was  imder-calculated  by 
approximately  4%  resulting  In  a  20 -sec¬ 
ond  Increase  In  refl(xxllng  time  and  about 
a  2%  decrease  in  the  MAPLHGR. 

(3)  Discharge  Break  Modeling.  Gen¬ 
eral  Electric  proposes  to  take  credit  for 
an  approved  model  for  suction  line  fric¬ 
tion  (from  the  vessel  nozzle  to  the  dis¬ 
charge  side  of  the  recirculation  pump) 
that  improves  refloodlng  time  for  Uie  dis¬ 
charge  break  by  approximately  15  sec¬ 
onds.  This  Increases  the  MAPLHGR  for 
discharge  break  limited  plants  by  about 
1.5%. 

(4)  Structured  Absorption  of  Gamma 
Heat.  General  Electric  has  erroneously 
taken  double  credit  for  power  generation 
in  non-fuel  structiiral  material.  Correc¬ 
tion  of  this  error  results  In  approxi¬ 
mately  a  4%  decrease  in  the  MAPLHGR 
for  certain  plants.  This  error  does  not 
apply  to  James  FitzPatrick  Nuclear 
Power  Plant. 

(5)  Increased  Counter  Current  Flow 
Limiting  iCCFL)  Differential  Pressure. 
Some  experimental  evidence  exists  that 
the  differential  pressure  In  a  fuel  assem¬ 
bly  during  periods  of  CXTFL  may  be 
higher  than  previously  assiimed.  TTils 
could  cause  a  delay  In  reflood  time.  Cor¬ 
rection  of  this  error  reduces  the  James 
A.  FitzPatrick  Nuclear  Power  Plant 
MAPLHGR  by  1  to  2  percent. 

(6)  Others.  Several  small  changes  of 
Inputs  to  the  evaluation  codes  were  Iden- 
tifled  as  being  necessary  to  correct  er¬ 
rors.  They  included: 

(a)  The  use  of  actual  plant  specific 
break  areas  for  the  LOCA; 

(b)  A  reduced  core  plate  weight: 

(c)  An  increase  in  the  peripheral  by¬ 
pass  ares  used  in  the  counter  current 
flooding  calculations; 

(d)  The  correction  of  a  decimal  point 
error  in  the  assumed  gruide  tube  thick¬ 
ness;  and 

(e)  Credit  is  no  Icmger  assumed  for  re¬ 
circulation  loop  discharge  valve  closure 
during  blowdown. 

Due  to  the  errors  in  the  ECCS  analy¬ 
sis  currently  approved  by  NRC  for  Fitz¬ 
Patrick,  the  staff  requested  the  licensee 
to  submit  an  estimate  of  the  Impact  of 
these  errors  on  the  peak  clad  t^pera- 
ture  that  woiild  result  from  the  worst 
break,  if  the  errors  were  corrected.  TTie 


revised  ECCS  calculations  indicated  that 
the  MAPLHGR  is  conservative  consider¬ 
ing  the  cumulative  effect  of  these  errors 
and  no  reduction  is  needed.  Although 
GE  model  changes  under  review  by  the 
staff  generically  show  that  MAPLHGR 
limits  even  higher  than  those  presently 
set  forth  in  the  Technical  Specifications 
for  FitzPatrick  would  still  satisfy  ECCS 
limits,  no  credit  for  such  increase  was 
considered  by  the  NRC. 

The  staff  expects  that  when  final  re¬ 
vised  calculations  for  the  facility  are 
submitted  using  the  revised  and  correct¬ 
ed  model,  they  will  demonstrate  that  op¬ 
eration  with  the  linear  heat  generation 
rates  set  forth  in  this  Order  will  con¬ 
form  to  the  Criteria  of  10  CFR  50.46(bK 
Such  revised  calculations  fully  conform¬ 
ing  to  the  requirement  of  10  CFR  50.46 
are  to  be  provided  for  the  facility  as 
soon  as  possible. 

As  discussed  herein,  the  present 
MAPLHGR  limits  for  this  facility  are 
such  that  they  assure  that  the  ECCS 
will  conform  to  the  performance  re¬ 
quirements  of  10  CFR  50.46.  According¬ 
ly,  such  limits  provide  reasonable  assur¬ 
ance  that  the  public  health  and  safety 
will  not  be  endangered. 

Upon  notification  by  the  NRC  staff  on 
February  14,  1977,  the  licensee  commit¬ 
ted  to  submit  a  re-evaluation  of  the 
ECX^S  performance  of  FitzPatrick  on  a 
timely  basis.  The  staff  believes  that  the 
licensee’s  action,  under  the  circum¬ 
stances,  is  appropriate  and  that  this  ac- 
tl(m  should  be  confirmed  by  NRC  Order. 

m 

Copies  of  the  following  documents  are 
avaUable  for  inspection  at  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  Public  Document  Room  at  1717  H 
Street,  Washington,  D.C.  20555  and  are 
being  placed  in  the  Commission’s  local 
public  document  room'  at  the  Oswego 
County  Office  Building,  46  E.  Bridge 
Street,  Oswego,  New  York  13126. 

(1)  Letters  from  General  Electric  to  NRC 
dated  February  14,  1977,  and  January  26. 
1977: 

(2)  Letters  from  the  Power  Authority  of 
the  State  of  New  York  to  the  Director  of 
Nuclear  Reactor  Regulation  dated  Janu¬ 
ary  20. 1977,  Februsu-y  23  and  25, 1977; 

(3)  Letter  dated  July  9,  1975,  from  the 
Power  Authority  of  the  State  of  New  York 
to  NRC  and  a  supplement  thereto  dated 
December  23, 1976. 

(4)  This  Order  for  Modification  of  License 
In  the  matter  of  the  Power  Authority  of  the 
State  of  New  York  and  Niagara  Mohawk 
Power  Corporation  (James  A.  FntzPatrlck 
Nuclear  Power  Plant). 

Accordingly,  pursuant  to  the  Atomic 
Energy  Act  of  1954,  as  amended,  and  the 
Commission’s  Rules  and  Regulations  in 
10  C7FR  Parts  2  and  50:  It  is  ordered. 
That  Facility  Operating  License  No. 
DPR-59  is  hereby  amended  by  adding  the 
following  new  provision: 

(1)  As  soon  as  possible,  the  licensees 
shall  submit  a  re-evaluation  of  ECCS 
cooling  performance  calculated  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  General  Electric  Com¬ 
pany’s  Evaluation  Model  approved  by  the 
NRC  staff  and  corrected  for  the  errors 
described  herein  and  any  other  correc¬ 
tions  in  the  Model  of  which  the  licensees 
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are  aware  at  the  time  the  calculations 
are  performed. 

Dated  at  Bethesda,  Maryland,  this 
1  Ith  day  of  March  1977. 

For  the  Nuclear  Regulatory  Commis¬ 
sion. 

Ben  C.  RtrscHE, 
Director,  Office  of 
Nuclear  Reactor  Regulation. 

|PR  Doc  77-«679  FUed  3-23-77:8:46  am) 


I  Docket  No.  60-296] 

TENNESSEE  VALLEY  AUTHORITY, 

BROWNS  FERRY  NUCLEAR  PLANT 

UNIT  NO.  3 

Order  for  Modification  of  License 
I 

The  Teimessee  Valley  Authority  (the 
licensee),  is  the  holder  of  Pacili^  Op¬ 
erating  License  No.  DPR-68  which  au¬ 
thorizes  the  operation  of  the  nuclear 
power  reactor  known  as  Browns  Perry 
Nuclear  Plant,  Unit  No.  3  (the  facility) 
at  steady  state  reactor  power  levels  not 
in  excess  of  3293  megawatts  thermal 
(rated  power) .  The  facility  consists  of  a 
boiling  water  reactor  (BV^)  located  at 
the  licensee’s  site  in  LlmestcMie  County, 
Alabama. 

n 

In  conformance  with  evaluations  of 
the  performance  of  the  Emergency  Core 
Cooling  System  (EfXJS)  of  the  facility 
submitted  by  the  licensee  in  Amend¬ 
ments  59,  61,  and  63  to  the  Browns  Ferry 
Nuclear  Plant  FSAR,  the  Technical 
Specifications  issued  for  the  facility  on 
July  2,  1976,  limit  the  Average  Planar 
T.inpAr  Heat  (jbeneration  Rates  to  the 
values  shown  on  Technical  Specification 
3.5.1Jt  and  3.5.I.B.  The  ECCS  perform¬ 
ance  evaluation  submitted  by  the  li¬ 
censee  was  based  upon  a  previously  ap¬ 
proved  E<X;S  evaluation  model  devel¬ 
oped  by  Cieneral  Electric  Company 
(General  Electric),  the  designer  of  the 
facility.  Tliis  model  has  been  found  to 
conform  to  the  requirements  of  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  ECCS  Acceptance  Criteria,  10 
CFR  Part  50  §  50.46  and  Appendix  K. 
The  evaluation  indicated  that  with  the 
average  planar  linear  heat  generation 
rate  limited  as  set  forth  above,  and  with 
the  other  limits  set  forth  in  the  facility’s 
technical  specifications,  the  ECCS  cool¬ 
ing  performance  for  the  facihty  would 
conform  with  the  criteria  contained  in 
10  CFR  50.46(b)  which  govern  calculated 
peak  clad  temperature,  maximum  clad¬ 
ding  oxidation,  maximum  hydrogen 
generation,  coolable  geometry  and  long 
term  cooling. 

Recratly,  the  NRC  staff  was  informed 
by  General  Electric  that  several  errors 
had  been  discovered  in  the  computer 
codes  used  to  calculate  peak  clad  tem¬ 
perature  and  the  clad  oxidation  per¬ 
centage  in  the  General  Electric  evalua¬ 
tion  model.  These  errors  have  been  dis¬ 
covered  by  General  Electric  dining  a 
continuing  internal  Quality  Assurance 
audit  of  their  LOCA  evaluation  model 
codes.  This  audit  is  still  under  way  and 
the  errors  reported  reflect  those  found 


to  date.  The  additional  effort  expended 
by  the  vendor  to  enhance  the  assurance 
of  the  quality  of  its  evaluation  model, 
the  staff  believes,  was  prudent  and  de¬ 
sirable.  Identification  of  additional  er¬ 
rors  of  a  minor  nature  may  still  develop 
during  the  ongoing  QA  checks.  None¬ 
theless,  the  staff  believes  it  appropriate 
to  order  the  conection  of  those  uncov¬ 
ered  thus  far.  While  some  of  these  errors 
discussed  herein  have  either  no  signifi¬ 
cant  effect  or  a  conservative  effect  on 
the  evaluation  results,  one  or  more  of  the 
errors  included  in  the  Browns  Ferry 
Unit  3  ECCS  evsduation  leads  to  non¬ 
conservative  values.  Based  on  a  prelimi¬ 
nary  assessment.  Including  information 
and  supportive  calculations  by  General 
Electric,  the  NRC  staff  has  determined 
that  the  combined  effect  of  the  following 
code  errors  would,  when  corrected,  result 
in  an  ECX;S  evaluation  requiring  no  re¬ 
duction  in  operating  limits  for  Browns 
Ferry,  Unit  No.  3. 

(1)  Pressure  Rule.  ’The  LAMB  code 
is  used  to  calculate  system  pressure  dur¬ 
ing  the  LOCA.  This  calculated  pressure 
is  then  used  as  an  input  to  the  RE¬ 
FLOOD  code  which  calculates  the  water 
level  vs.  time  relation^lp  in  the  core. 
General  Electric  used  an  approximation 
of  the  pressure  response  of  the  LAMB 
code  that  was  thought,  at  the  time  of 
approval,  to  be  an  acceptable  representa¬ 
tion  of  the  physical  phenomena  involved. 
Later  application  of  this  approximation 
to  cert^  cases  showed  it  to  be  non¬ 
conservative.  General  ESectric  proposes 
to  correct  this  nonconservatism  by  util¬ 
izing  a  conservative  approximation  to 
the  pressure  rule  for  input  into  RE- 
FLGOD.  This  correction  increases  re- 
fiood  time  by  0  to  50  seconds  and  de¬ 
creases  MAPLHGR  by  0  to  5%. 

(2)  Bundle  Vaporization.  General 
Electric  has  used  ^correct  coefficients 
in  the  calculation  of  the  amount  of  va¬ 
porization  occurring  during  core  spray. 
The  vapor  formation  in  the  bundle  is  a 
prime  determinant  of  the  amount  of 
spray  water  that  can  get  through  the 
upper  tie  plate  and  refiood  the  core.  The 
vapor  formation  was  under -calculated 
by  approximately  4%  resulting  in  a  20- 
second  Increase  in  reflooding  time  and 
about  a  2%  decrease  in  the  MAPLHGR. 

(3)  Discharge  Break  Modeling.  Gen¬ 
eral  Electric  proposes  to  take  credit  for 
an  approved  model  for  suction  line  fric¬ 
tion  (from  the  vessel  nozzle  to  the  dis¬ 
charge  side  of  the  recirculation  piunp) 
that  improves  reflooding  time  for  the 
discharge  break  by  approximately  15 
sec(mds.  This  increases  the  MAPLHGR 
for  discharge  break  limited  plants  by 
about  1.5%.  This  error  does  not  apply  to 
Browns  Fterry  Unit  3. 

(4)  Structural  Absorption  of  Gamma 
Heat.  General  Electric  has  erroneously 
taken  double  credit  for  power  genera¬ 
tion  in  nonfuel  structural  material.  Cor¬ 
rection  of  this  error  results  in  approxi¬ 
mately  a  4%  decrease  in  the  MAPLHGR 
for  certain  plants.  This  error  does  not 
apply  to  Browns  Ferry  Unit  3. 

(5)  Increased  Counter  Current  Flow 
Limiting  iCCFL)  Differential  Pressure. 
Some  experimental  evidence  exists  that 


the  differential  pressure  in  fuel  assembly 
during  periods  of  CCFL  may  be  higher 
than  previously  assumed.  This  could 
cause  a  delay  in  refiood  time.  Correction 
of  this  error  reduces  the  Browns  Ferry 
Unit  3  MAPLHGR  by  1  to  2%. 

(6)  Others.  Several  small  changes  of 
Inputs  to  the  evaluation  codes  were 
Identified  as  being  necessary  to  correct 
errors.  They  include:  (a)  the  use  of  ac¬ 
tual  plant  specific  break  areas  for  the 
LOCA;  (b)  A  reduced  core  plate  weight; 
(c)  An  increase  in  the  peripheral  by¬ 
pass  area  used  in  the  counter  current 
Hooding  calculations;  (d)  The  correction 
of  a  decimal  point  error  in  the  assumed 
guide  tube  thickness;  and  (e)  (Credit  Is 
no  longer  assumed  for  recirculation  loop 
discharge  valve  closure  during  blow¬ 
down. 

Due  to  the  errors  in  the  ECCS  analysis 
currently  approved  by  NRC  for  Browns 
Ferry  Unit  3,  the  staff  requested  the  li¬ 
censee  to  submit  an  estimate  of  the  im¬ 
pact  of  these  errors  on  the  peak  clad 
temperature  that  would  result  from  the 
worst  break,  if  the  errors  were  corrected. 
The  revised  ECXJS  calculations  indicated 
that  the  MAPLHGR  is  conservative  by 
approximately  1%  considering  the  cumu¬ 
lative  effect  of  these  errors.  AlUiough 
GE  model  changes  imder  review  by  the 
staff  generally  show  that  MAPLHGR 
limits,  even  higher  than  those  presently 
set  forth  in  the  Technical  Specifications 
for  Browns  Ferry  Unit  No.  3  would  still 
satisfy  E(X7S  limits,  no  credit  for  such 
increase  was  considered  1^  the  NRC. 

’The  staff  expects  that  when  final  re¬ 
vised  calculations  for  the  facility  are 
submitted  using  the  revised  and  cor¬ 
rected  model,  they  will  demonstrate  that 
operation  with  the  linear  heat  genera¬ 
tion  rates  set  forth  in  this  Order  will 
conform  to  the  Criteria  of  10  CFR  50.46 
(b) .  Such  revised  calculations  fully  con¬ 
forming  to  the  requirements  of  10  CFR 
50.46  are  to  be  provided  for  th;  facility 
as  soon  as  possible. 

As  discussed  herein,  the  present 
MAPLHGR  limits  for  this  facility  are 
such  that  they  assure  that  the  ECC7S 
will  conform  to  the  performance  re¬ 
quirements  of  10  CFR  s  50.46.  Accord¬ 
ingly,  such  limits  provide  reasonable  as¬ 
surance  that  the  public  health  and  safe¬ 
ty  will  not  be  endangered. 

Upon  notification  by  the  NRC  staff  on 
February  14,  1977,  the  licensee  commit¬ 
ted  to  submit  a  reevaluation  of  the  ECCS 
performance  of  Browns  Perry  Unit  3  on 
a  timely  basis.  The  staff  believes  that  the 
licensee’s  action,  under  the  circum¬ 
stances,  is  appropriate  and  that  this  ac¬ 
tion  should  be  confirmed  by  NRC  Order. 

m 

Copies  of  the  following  documents  are 
available  for  inspection  at  the  (Commis¬ 
sion’s  Public  Document  Room  at  1717  H 
Street,  Washington.  D.C.  20555  and  are 
being  placed  in  the  Commission’s  IcKal 
public  document  room  at  the  Athens 
Public  Library,  South  and  Forrest. 
Athens,  Alabama  35611: 

(1)  Letters  from  Oeneral  Bectrlc  to  NRC 
dated  February  14,  1977,  and  Jan¬ 

uary  36,  1977; 
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(2)  Letters  from  Tennessee  Vallejr  Au¬ 
thority  to  the  Director  of  Nuclear  Reactor 
Regulation  dated  January  19,  and  Febru¬ 
ary  18,  1977; 

(3)  Amendments  59.  61  and  63  to  the 
Browns  Ferry  Nuclear  Plant  FSAR. 

(4)  This  Order  for  Modification  of  License 
In  the  matter  of  Tennessee  Valley  Authority 
(Browns  Ferry  Nuclear  Plant  Unit  No.  3). 

Accordingly,  pursuant  to  the  Atomic 
Energy  Act  of  1954,  as  amended,  and  the 
Commission’s  Rules  and  Regulations  in 
10  CFR  Parts  2  and  50.  it  is  ordered,  That 
Facility  Operating  License  No.  DPR-68  is 
hereby  amended  by  adding  the  following 
new  provision; 

tl>  As  soon  as  possible,  the  licensee 
shall  submit  a  reevaluation  of  ECCS 
cooling  performance  calculated  in  ac¬ 
cordance  w’ith  General  Electric  Com¬ 
pany’s  Evaluation  Model  approved  by  the 
NRC  staff  and  corrected  for  the  errors 
described  herein  and  any  other  correc¬ 
tions  in  the  Model  of  which  the  licensee 
is  aware  at  the  time  the  calculations  are 
perfomied. 

Dated  in  Bethesda,  Maryland,  tliis 
11th  day  of  March  1977, 

For  the  Nuclear  Regulatory  Commis¬ 
sion. 

Ben  C.  Rusche, 
Director,  Office  of 
Nuclear  Reactor  Regulation. 

|FR  Doc.77-8681  Filed  3-23-77:8:45  ami 


[Docket  Nos.  50-491,  50-492,  and  50-493) 

DUKE  POWER  CO..  CHEROKEE  NUCLEAR 
STATION.  UNITS  1.  2  AND  3 

Resumption  of  Evidentiary  Hearing 

The  evidentiary  hearing  will  resume 
herein  on  April  26,  1977,  at  9:30  a.m.  in 
the  Courtroom,  Cherokee  County  Court¬ 
house  in  Gaffney,  South  Carolina. 

It  is  so  ordered. 

Dated  at  Bethesda.  Maryland,  this 
17th  day  of  March  1977. 

Atomic  Safety  and  Licens¬ 
ing  Board. 

Frederic  J.  Coufal. 

Chairman. 

[FR  Doc.77-8676  Filed  3-23-77:8:45  am) 


(Docket  Nos.  50-488,  50-189.  and  50-490) 

DUKE  POWER  CO.,  PERKINS  NUCLEAR 
STATION.  UNITS  1.  2  AND  3 

Resumption  of  Ev'identiary  Hearing 

The  evidentiary  hearing  will  resume 
herein  on  April  28,  1977,  at  9:30  a.m.  In 
the  Courtroom  of  the  Davie  County 
Courthouse  in  Mocksville,  North  Caro¬ 
lina. 

It  is  so  ordered. 

Dated  at  Bethesda.  Maryland,  this 
17th  day  of  March  1977. 

Atomic  Safety  and  Licens¬ 
ing  Board. 

Frederic  J.  Coufal, 

Chairman. 

(FR  Doc.77-8675  FUed  3-28-77:8:46  am] 


(Docket  Noe.  50-250  and  50-251) 

FLORIDA  POWER  AND  LIGHT  CO. 

Issuance  of  Amendments  to  Facility  Oper¬ 
ating  Licenses  and  Negative  Declaration 

The  Nuclear  Regulatory  Commission 
(the  Commission)  has  issued  Amend¬ 
ments  Nos.  23  and  22  to  Facility  Operat¬ 
ing  Licenses  Nos.  DPR-31  and  DPR-41. 
respectively,  issued  to  Florida  Power  and 
Light  Company,  which  revised  the  li¬ 
censes  and  their  appended  Technical 
Specifications  for  operation  of  the  Tur¬ 
key  Point  Nuclear  Generating  Units  Nos. 
3  and  4  (the  facilities)  located  in  Dade 
County.  Florida.  The  amendments  are 
effective  as  of  the  date  of  issuance. 

The  amendments  authorized  expansion 
of  the  spent  fuel  storage  pool  capacity 
by  replacing  the  existing  spent  fuel  stor¬ 
age  racks,  which  have  a  capacity  for 
235  fuel  as.semblies  at  Unit  No.  3  and 
217  at  Unit  No.  4,  with  new  racks  which 
have  a  capacity  for  621  fuel  assemblies 
per.  Unit. 

The  application  for  the  amendments 
complies  with  the  standards  and  require¬ 
ments  of  the  Atomic  Energy  Act  of  1954. 
as  amended  (the  Act),  and  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  rules  and  regulations.  The 
Commission  has  made  appropriate  find¬ 
ings  as  required  by  the  Act  and  the 
Commission’s  rules  and  regulations  in  10 
CFR  Chapter  I,  which  are  set  forth  in 
the  license  amendments.  Notice  of  Pro- 
Ijosed  Issuance  of  Amendments  to  Facil¬ 
ity  Operating  Licenses  in  connection 
with  this  action  was  published  in  the 
Federal  Register  on  March  25,  1976  (41 
FR  19363).  No  request  for  a  hearing  or 
petition  for  leave  to  intervene  was  filed 
following  notice  of  the  proposed  action. 

The  Commission  has  prepared  an  en¬ 
vironmental  impact  appraisal  in  connec¬ 
tion  with  issuance  of  the  amendments 
and  has  concluded  that  an  environmental 
impact  statement  for  this  particular  ac¬ 
tion  is  not  warranted  because  there  will 
be  no  significant  environmental  impact 
attributable  to  the  proposed  action. 

For  further  details  with  respect  to  this 
action,  see  (D  the  application  for 
amendments  dated  January  28. 1976,  and 
supplements  thereto  dated  April  30,  May 
10  and  25,  June  1,  August  3,  October  15 
and  27.  1976,  and  February  10  and  16. 
1977,  (2>  Amendments  Nos.  23  and  22  to 
Licenses  Nos.  DPR-31  and  DPR-41,  (3) 
the  Commission’s  related  Safety  Evalua¬ 
tion.  and  (4)  the  Commission’s  Environ¬ 
mental  Impact  Appraisal.  All  of  these 
items  are  available  for  public  inspection 
at  the  Commission’s  Public  Document 
Room.  1717  H  Street  NW.,  Washington, 
D.C.  and  at  the  Environmental  and 
Urban  Affairs  Library,  Florida  Interna¬ 
tional  University,  Miami,  Florida  33199. 

A  copy  of  items  (2).  (3),  and  (4)  may 
be  obtained  upon  request  addressed  to 
the  U.S.  Nuclear  Regulatory  Commission, 
Washington.  D.C.  20555,  Attention:  Di¬ 
rector.  Division  of  Operating  Reactors. 

Dated  at  Bethesda.  Maryland  this  17 
day  of  March  1977. 


For  the  Nuclear  Regulatory  Commis¬ 
sion. 


George  Lear. 

Chief  Operating  Reactors 
Branch  No.  3.  Division  of  Op¬ 
erating  Reactors. 


(FR  Doc.77-8677  Piled  3-23-77:8:45  am) 


-  (Docket  No.  50-322) 

,  LONG  ISLAND  LIGHTING  CO. 

Availability  of  Draft  Environmental  State¬ 
ment  for  Shoreham  Nuclear  Power  Sta¬ 
tion,  Unit  No.  1 

Pursuant  to  the  National  Environ¬ 
mental  Policy  Act  of  1969  and  the 
United  States  Nuclear  Regulatory  Com¬ 
mission’s  regulations  in  10  CFR  Part  51. 
notice  is  hereby  given  that  a  Draft  En¬ 
vironmental  Statement  (NUREG-0165) 
prepared  by  the  Commission’s  Office  of 
Nuclear  Reactor  Regulation  related  to 
the  proposed  operation  of  the  Shore - 
ham  Nuclear  Power  Statimi,  Unit  No.  1. 
legated  in  Suffolk  County,  New  York  is 
available  for  inspection  by  the  public  in 
the  Commission’s  Public  Document 
Room  at  1717  H  Street  NW.,  Washing¬ 
ton.  D.C.  and  in  the  Comsewogue  Public 
Library,  170  Terryville  Road.  Port  Jef¬ 
ferson.  New  York.  The  Draft  Statement 
is  also  being  made  available  at  the  State 
Clearinghouse.  New  York  State  Division 
of  the  Budget.  State  Capitol.  Albany, 
New  York,  and  at  the  Tri-State  Re¬ 
gional  Planning  Commission.  1  World 
'Trade  Center.  56  South,  New  York.  New 
York.  Requests  for  copies  of  the  Draft 
Environmental  Statement  should  be  ad¬ 
dressed  to  the  U.S.  Nuclear  Regulatory 
Commission.  Washington.  D.C..  Atten¬ 
tion;  Director.  Division  of  Site  Safety 
and  Environmental  Analysis. 

The  Applicant’s  Environmental  Re¬ 
port.  as  supplemented,  submitted  by  the 
Long  Island  Lighting  Company  is  also 
available  for  public  inspection  at  the 
above-designat^  locations.  Notice  of 
availability  of  the  Applicant’s  Environ¬ 
mental  Report  was  published  in  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Register  on  March  18,  1976  (41 
FR  11367). 

Pursuant  to  10  CFR  Part  51,  inter¬ 
ested  persons  may  submit  comments  on 
the  Applicant’s  Environmental  Report, 
as  supplemented,  and  the  Draft  Envi¬ 
ronmental  Statement  for  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  consideration.  Federal  and  State 
agencies  are  being  provided  with  copies 
of  the  Applicant’s  Environmental  Re¬ 
port  and  the  Draft  Environmental 
Statement  (local  agencies  may  obtain 
these  documents  upon  request).  Com¬ 
ments  are  due  by  May  16,  1977.  Com¬ 
ments  by  Federal,  State,  and  local  offi¬ 
cials,  or  other  persons  received  by  the 
Commission  will  be  made  available  for 
public  inspection  at  the  Commission’s 
Public  Document  Room  in  Washington. 
D.C.  and  the  Comsewogue  Public  Li¬ 
brary,  170  Terryville  Road,  Port  Jeffer¬ 
son,  New  York.  Upon  consideratlcm  of 
comments  submitted  with  respect  to  the 
Draft  Environmental  Statement,  the 
Commission’s  staff  will  prepare  a  Pinal 
Environmental  Statement,  the  avall- 
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ability  of  which  will  be  published  in  the 
Federal  Register. 

Comments  on  the  Draft  Environmen¬ 
tal  Statement  from  interested  persons 
of  the  pubUc  should  be  addressed  to  the 
U.S.  Nuclear  Regiilatory  Commission, 
Washington,  D.C.  20555,  Attention:  Di¬ 
rector,  Division  of  Site  Safety  and  En¬ 
vironmental  Analysis. 

Dated  at  Rockville,  Maryland,  this 
18th  day  of  March  1977. 


For  the  Nuclear  Regulatory  Conimts- 
sion. 


Wm.  H.  Regan,  Jr., 
Chief.  Environmental  Projects 
Branch  2,  Division  of  Site 
Safety  and  Environmental 
Analysis. 


|FR  Doc.77-8678  Filed  3-23-77;8:45  am] 


[Dockets  Xcs.  EO-250  and  50-260] 

TENNESSEE  VALLEY  AUTHORITY, 
BROWNS  FERRY  NUCLEAR  PLANT, 
UNITS  1  AND  2 

Order  for  Modification  of  License 

I 

The  Tennessee  Valley  Authority  (tlie 
licensee) ,  is  the  holder  of  Facility  Oper¬ 
ating  Licenses  Nos.  DPR-33  and  DPR-52 
which  authorize  the  operation  of  the 
nuclear  power  reactors  known  as  Browns 
Ferry  Nuclear  Plant,  Units  Nos.  1  and  2 
(the  facility)  at  steady  state  reactor 
power  levels  not  in  excess  of  3293  mega¬ 
watts  thermal  rated  power) .  The  facility 
consists  of  a  boiling  water  reactor 
(BWR)  located  at  the  licensee’s  site  in 
Limestone  County,  Alabama. 

II 

In  conformance  with  evaluations  of 
the  performance  of  the  Emergency  Core 
Cooling  System  (ECCS)  of  the  facility 
submitted  by  the  licensee  on  March  19, 
1976,  and  supplements  thereto  dated 
May  7,  May  11,  May  21,  and  June  11. 
1976,  the  Technical  Specifications  issued 
for  the  facility  on  October  23,  1976, 
hmit,  the  Average  Planar  Linear  Heat 
Gtene  ration  Rates  to  the  values  showm 
on  Technical  Specification  Figures  3.5- 
l.A  and  3.5-l.B.  The  ECCS  performance 
evaluation  submitted  by  the  licensee  was 
based  upon  an  ECCS  evaluation  model 
developed  by  General  Electric  Company 
(General  Electric),  the  designer  of  the 
facility.  The  General  Electric  ECCS 
Evaluation  model  had  been  previously 
found  to  conform  to  tlie  requirements 
of  the  Commission's  ECCS  Acceptance 
Criteria,  10  CFR  Part  50  §  50.46  and 
Appendix  K.  The  evaluation  indicated 
that  with  the  average  planar  linear  heat 
generation  rate  limited  as  set  forth 
above,  and  with  the  other  hmits  set  forth 
In  the  facilities  technical  specifications, 
the  ECCS  cooling  performance  for  the 
facilities  would  conform  with  the  cri¬ 
teria  contained  in  10  C!PR  50.46(b) 
which  govern  calculated  peak  clad  tem¬ 
perature,  maximum  cladding  oxidation, 
maximum  hydrogen  generation,  coolable 
ge(»netry  and  long-term  cooling. 


Recently,  the  NRC  staff  was  informed 
by  General  Electric  that  several  errors 
had  been  discovered  in  the  computer 
codes  used  to  calculate  peak  clad  tem¬ 
perature  and  the  clad  oxidation  percent¬ 
age  in  the  General  Electric  ECCS  evalu¬ 
ation  model.  These  errors  have  been  dis¬ 
covered  by  General  Electric  during  a 
continuing  internal  Quality  Assurance 
»QA)  audit  of  their  L(X::A  evaluation 
model  codes.  The  additional  effort  ex¬ 
pended  by  the  vendor  to  enhance  the 
assurance  of  the  quality  of  its  evalua¬ 
tion  model,  the  staff  believes,  was  pru¬ 
dent  and  desirable.  This  audit  is  still 
under  way  and  the  errors  reported  reflect 
those  found  to  date.  Identification  of 
additional  errors  of  a  minor  nature  may 
still  develop  during  the  ongoing  Q.A 
checks.  Nonetheless,  the  staff  believes  it 
appropriate  to  order  the  correction  of 
those  uncovered  thus  far.  While  some  of 
these  errors  discussed  herein  have  either 
no  significant  effect  or  a  conservative 
effect  on  the  evaluation  results,  one  or 
more  of  the  errors  included  in  the 
Browns  Ferry  Units  1  and  2  ECCS  eval¬ 
uation  leads  to  n(Hi-conservative  values. 
Based  on  a  preliminary  assessment,  in¬ 
cluding  information  and  supportive  cal¬ 
culations  by  General  Electric,  the  NRC 
staff  has  determined  that  tlie  combined 
effect  of  the  following  code  errors,  when 
corrected,  could  produce  ECCS  evalua¬ 
tion  results  which  would  require  a  re¬ 
duction  in  operating  limits  for  Bro\TOS 
Ferry  Units  Nos.  1  and  2. 

«r>  Pressure  Rule.  The  LAMB  code  is 
used  to  calculate  system  pressure  during 
tlie  LOC-A.  This  calculated  pressure  is 
then  used  as  an  input  to  the  REFLOOD 
code  which  calculates  tlie  w’ater  level  vs 
lime  relationship  in  the  core.  General 
Electric  used  an  approximation  of  the 
pressure  response  of  the  LAMB  code  that 
was  thought,  at  the  time  of  approval,  to 
be  an  acceptable  representation  of  the 
physical  phenomena  involved.  Later  ap¬ 
plication  of  this  approximation  to  cer¬ 
tain  cases  showed  it  to  be  non-conserva¬ 
tive.  General  Electric  proposes  to  correct 
this  non  conservatism  by  utilizing  a  con¬ 
servative  approximation  to  the  pressure 
rule  for  input  into  REFLOOD.  This  cor¬ 
rection  increases  reflood  time  by  0  to  50 
seconds  and  d^reases  MAPLHGR  by 
0  to  5*:^. 

(2)  Bundle  Vaporization.  General 
Electric  has  used  Incorrect  coefficients 
in  the  calculation  of  the  amount  of  va¬ 
porization  occurring  during  core  spray. 
The  vapor  formation  in  the  bundle  Is  a 
prime  determinant  of  the  amount  of 
spray  water  that  can  get  through  the 
upper  tie  plate  and  reflood  the  core.  The 
vapor  formation  was  under-calculated 
by  approximately  4%  resulting  in  a  20- 
second  increase  in  reflooding  time  and 
about  a  2%  decrease  in  the  MAPLHGR. 

(3)  Discharge  Break  Modeling.  Gen¬ 
eral  Electric  proposes  to  take  credit  for 
an  approved  model  for  suction  line  fric¬ 
tion  (from  the  vessel  nozzle  to  the  dis¬ 
charge  side  of  the  recirculation  pump) 
that  improves  refiooding  time  for  the 
discharge  break  by  approximately  15 
seconds.  This  Increases  the  MAPLHGR 
for  discharge  bresJc  limited  plants  by 
about  1.5%. 


<4>  Structural  Absorption  of  Gamma 
Heat.  General  Eilectric  has  erroneously 
taken  doutfle  credit  for  power  generation 
in  non-fuel  structural  material.  Cor¬ 
rection  of  this  error  results  in  approxi¬ 
mately  a  4%  decrease  in  the  MAPLHGR 
for  Browns  Perry  Units  1  and  2. 

(5)  Increased  Counter  Current  Flow 
Limiting  iCCFL)  Differential  Pressure. 
Some  experimental  evidence  exists  that 
the  differential  pressure  in  a  fuel  as¬ 
sembly  during  periods  of  CCPL  may  be 
higher  than  previously  assumed.  This 
could  cause  a  delay  in  reflood  time.  Cor¬ 
rection  of  this  error  reduces  the  Browns 
Perry  Units  1  and  2  MAPLHGR  by  2^ . 

(6)  Others.  Several  small  changes  of 
inputs  to  the  evaluation  codes  were 
identified  as  being  necessarj'  to  correct 
errors.  They  included: 

(a)  The  use  of  actual  plant  specific 
break  areas  for  the  LOCA; 

•b)  A  reduced  core  plate  weight: 

(c)  An  increase  in  the  peripheral  by¬ 
pass  area  used  in  the  counter  current¬ 
flooding  calculations: 

(d)  The  correction  of  a  decimal  point 
error  in  the  assumed  guide  tube  thick¬ 
ness;  and 

(e)  Credit  is  no  longer  assumed  for 
recirculation  loop  discharge  valve  closure 
during  blowdown. 

Due  to  the  above  errors  in  the  ECCS 
analysis  currently  approved  by  NRC  for 
Browns  Perry  Units  1  and  2,  the  staff 
requested  the  hcensee  to  submit  an  esti¬ 
mate  of  the  impact  of  these  errors  on 
the  peak  clad  temperature  that  would 
result  from  the  worst  break,  if  the  errors 
were  corrected.  The  revised  ECCS  calcu¬ 
lations  indicated  that  tlie  MAPLHGR 
should  be  reduced  by  approximately  S'. 
to  accommodate  the  cumulative  effect  of 
these  errors.  On  the  other  hand,  the  NRC 
staff  is  currently  reilewing  General 
Electric’s  most  recent  ECCS  model  revi¬ 
sions  some  of  which  have  effects  offset¬ 
ting  such  a  reduction.  These  revisions 
included: 

•  1)  CHASTE  04  Computer  Code 
Change.  The  CHASTE  code  has  been 
modified  to  incorporate  an  improved 
conduction  solution  for  the  calculation 
of  fuel  rod  temperatures  and  more  de¬ 
tailed  evaluation  of  view  factors  for  cal¬ 
culation  of  rod  to  rod  radiation  of  heat. 

(2)  Re  flood  05  Computer  Code  Revi¬ 
sion.  The  REPLCXJD  code  was  modified 
to  correct  a  logic  error  in  tlie  evaluation 
of  the  flow’  split  between  the  core  and  the 
jet  pumps.  This  logic  error  only  occurred 
for  certain  plant  calculaticms  and  deter¬ 
mined  the  fraction  of  steam  used  to 
evaluate  the  counter  current  flow  limit¬ 
ing  phenomenon  which  limits  the  pene¬ 
tration  of  spray  c(x>ling  water  into  the 
lower  plenum  and  therefore  increa.se  the 
reflood  time  for  the  core. 

<3)  Partially  Drilled  Core  Credit.  The 
partial  drilling  correction  gives  credit  for 
additional  flow  paths  provided  by  drill¬ 
ing  holes  in  the  bottom  nozzle  of  the  fuel 
assemblies.  This  additional  flow  area  en¬ 
hances  the  refill  of  the  lower  plenum  by 
spray  cooling  water  following  the  postu¬ 
lated  Loss-of-Coolant  Accident  and  re¬ 
sults  in  a  faster  core  rellood  which  re¬ 
duces  peak  clad  temperatures. 
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Although  the  entire  group  of  model 
changes  is  still  under  review,  the  staff 
has  completed  its  review  of  the  CHASTE 
and  REPLOOD  changes  and  has  con¬ 
cluded  that  they  may  be  used  in  QE’s 
ECCS  performance  evaluation  model. 
While  revised  computer  runs  incorporat¬ 
ing  these  changes  in  the  model  as  a 
whole  have  not  yet  been  run  for  a  spec¬ 
trum  of  break  for  all  plants,  the  para¬ 
metric  studies  perform^  by  GE  to  deter¬ 
mine  the  effect  ot  these  changes  demon¬ 
strate  that  they  will  in  turn  result  in 
changes  of  at  least  a  2%  MAPLHGR  in¬ 
crease  for  7X7  fuel  assemblies  up  to  10,- 
500  MWD/ft,  a  4%  increase  for  7X7 
fuel  assembly  at  fuel  burnups  greater 
tlian  10,500  MWD/ft.  These  values  ma^ 
be  used  to  offset  the  reductions  discussed 
above. 

These  parametric  studies  and  calcula- 
tional  runs  for  typical  boiling  reactor 
models  demonstrate  that  the  reduction 
of  the  Browns  Ferry  Units  1  and  2 
MAPLHGR,  as  set  forth  in  Appendix  A 
will  conservatively  assure  that  calculated 
peak  clad  temperatures  in  the  event  of 
postulated  loss-of -coolant  accidents 
would  not  exceed  2200*  P  and  that  the 
other  criteria  of  10  CPR  §  50.46(b)  will 
be  satisfied.  Operation  of  the  facilities 
would  nevertheless  be  technically  in  non¬ 
conformance  with  the  requirements  of 
$  50.46  in  that  specific  computer  runs  for 
the  particular  facility  employing  the  re¬ 
vised  model  as  a  complete  entity  will  not 
be  complete  for  some  time.  However,  the 
limitations  on  MAPLHGR  set  forth  here¬ 
in  will  assure  that  the  ECCS  system  will 
conform  to  the  performance  criteria  of 
§  50.46.  Accordingly,  while  the  actual 
computer  runs  for  the  specific  facility 
are  carried  out  to  achieve  full  compliance 
with  10  CPR  50.46,  operation  of  tlie  fa¬ 
cilities  will  not  endanger  life  or  property 
or  the  common  defense  and  security. 

Upon  notification  by  the  NRC  staff  on 
January  19,  1977,  the  licensee  promptly 
modified  the  plant  setpoints  to  reduce  its 
Maximum  Average  Planar  Linear  Heat 
Generator  Rate  by  to  accommodate  the 
effect  of  the  errors  and  changes  in  the 
General  Electric  evaluations.  The  licen¬ 
see  again  reduced  the  Browns  Perry 
Units  1  and  2  MAPLHGRs  by  an  addi¬ 
tional  2%  to  accommodate  the  effect  of 
the  CCFL  error  on  February  18.  1977. 
The  staff  believes  that  the  licensee’s  ac¬ 
tion  under  the  circumstances  is  appro¬ 
priate  and  that  this  action  should  be  con¬ 
firmed  by  NRC  order. 

m 

Copies  of  the  following  documents  are 
available  for  inspection  at  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  Public  Document  Room  at  1717  H 
Street,  Washington.  D.C.  20555  and  are 
being  placed  in  the  Commission’s  local 
public  document  room  at  the  Athens 
Public  Library,  South  and  Forrest, 
Athens,  Alabama,  35611: 

(1)  Letters  Irom  General  Electric  to  NRC 
dated  February  14.  1977,  am)  January  26, 
1977; 

(2)  Letters  from  Tennessee  Valley  Author¬ 
ity  to  the  Dlrectm*  of  Nuclear  Reactor  Regu¬ 
lation  dated  January  19.  1977,  and  February 
18.  1977; 


(S)  Letters  dated  March  19,  May  7,  May  11. 
May  21,  and  June  11.  1976,  from  Tennessee 
Valley  Authority;  and 

(4)  This  Order  for  Modification  of  License 
In  the  matter  of  Tennessee  Valley  Authority 
(Browns  Perry  Nuclear  Plant.  Units  Nos.  I 
and  2). 

Accordingly,  pursuant  to  the  Atomic 
Ekiergy  Act  of  1954,  as  amended,  and  the 
Commission’s  Rules  and  Regulations  in 
10  CPR  Parts  2  and  50,  if  is  ordered.  That 
Facility  Operating  Licenses  Nos.  DPR- 
33  and  DPR-52  are  hereby  amended  by 
adding  the  following  new  provisions : 

(1)  As  soon  as  possible,  the  licensee 
shall  submit  a  re-evaluation  of  ECX7S 
cooling  performance  calculated  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  General  Electric  Compa¬ 
ny’s  Evaluation  Model  approved  by  the 
NRC  staff  and  corrected  for  the  errors 
described  herein  and  any  other  correc¬ 
tions  in  the  Model  of  which  the  licensee 
is  aware  at  the  time  the  calculations  are 
performed: 

(2)  Until  further  authorization  by  the 
Commission,  the  reactor  shall  be  oper¬ 
ated  alth  the  limiting  Maximum  Aver¬ 
age  Planar  Linear  Heat  Generation 
Rates  specified  in  Appendix  A  to  this 
Order. 

Dated  in  Bethesda.  Maryland  this  11th 
day  of  March  1977. 

For  ’The  Nuclear  Regulatory  Commis¬ 
sion. 

Ben  C.  Rusche, 
Director.  Office  of 
Nuclear  Reactor  Regulation. 

Appendix  A. — Browns  Fisrt  Units  1  and  2; 

Corrected  MAPLHGR  Values 

Fuel  type;  Initial  types  1  and  3  (7x7) . 

MAPL- 


Exposure  (MWD  D  T) :  MGR 

200  . 14.6 

2.000  .  15.0 

5.170 . - .  15.8 

10,500  . 15.7 

15,870  .  14.  8 

21.140 .  16.0 

26.400  .  13.  7 

31.560  . 12.4 

Fuel  type;  Initial  type  2  (7x7). 

MAPL- 

Exposure  (MWD  D.  ) :  HOR 

200  . . .  15.6 

1.000  . . . .  15.6 

5.000  . . .  16.0 

10.000  _  16.  2 

15,000  .  16.2 

20.000  . . . .  14.8 

30,000  _ _  12.  9 
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ADVISORY  COMMITTEE  ON  REACTOR 
SAFEGUARDS 

Meeting 

In  accordance  with  the  purposes  of 
sections  29  and  182  b.  of  the  Atomic 
Energy  Act  (42  U.S.C.  2039,  2232b.),  the 
Advisory  Committee  on  Reactor  Safe¬ 
guards  will  hold  a  meeting  on  April  7-9, 
1977,  in  Room  1046,  1717  H  Street,  NW, 
Washington.  DC. 

The  agenda  for  the  subject  meeting 
will  be  as  follows; 

Thursday,  April  7,  1977 

B:30  a.m.-S:45  a.m.:  Executive  Session 
(Closed  f.  The  Committee  will  discuss  the 


appointment  of  candidates  nominated 
for  ACRS  membership. 

8:45  a.m.-9:lS  a.m.:  Executive  Session 
(OpenL  The  Committee  will  hear  and 
discuss  the  report  of  the  ACRS  Sub¬ 
committee  and  consultants  who  may  be 
present  related  to  the  request  for  con¬ 
struction  permits  for  the  standardized 
nuclear  plants  to  be  located  at  the 
Cherokee  and  Perkins  sites. 

9:15  a.m.-12:30  p.m.  and  1:30  p.m.- 
3:15  p.m.:  Cherokee ■  Perkins  Nuclear 
Plants  I  Open).  The  Committee  will  hear 
presentations  and  hold  discussimis  with 
representatives  of  the  NRC  Staff  and  the 
applicant  related  to  the  request  for  a 
Construction  Permit  for  these  standard¬ 
ized  nuclear  plants.  Portions  of  this  ses¬ 
sion  will  be  closed  if  required  to  discuss 
Proprietary  Information  related  to  these 
plants.  Portions  will  also  be  closed  if 
necessary  to  discuss  security  arrrange- 
ments  at  these  plants. 

3:15  p.m.-6:30  p.m.:  Executive  Session 
(Open).  ’The  Committee  will  meet  in 
open  Executive  Session  to  hear  and  dis¬ 
cuss  the  report  of  ACRS  Subcommittees 
and  consultants  who  may  be  present  re¬ 
lated  to  the  Committee’s  review  of  the 
Clinch  River  Breeder  Reactor,  the  review 
of  Reactor  Pressure  Vessel  Blowdown 
Forces  and  Regulatory  Activities. 

Friday,  April  8, 1977 

8:30  a.m.-9:00  a.m.:  Executive  Session 
(Open).  Hie  Committee  will  hear  and 
discuss  the  repiort  of  the  ACRS  Subcom¬ 
mittee  and  consultants  who  will  be  pres¬ 
ent  related  to  the  review  of  the  Federal/ 
State  Program  for  Regulation  of 
Commercial  Low-Level  Waste  Burial 
Grounds. 

9:00  a.m.-10:30  a.m.:  Meeting  with 
NRC  Staff  to  discuss  the  Review  of  the 
Federal  State  Program  for  Regulation 
of  Commercial  Low-Level  Radioactive 
Waste  Burial  Grounds  (Open). 

10:30  a.m.-12:30  p.m.  and  1:30  p.m.  to 
4:00  p.m.:  Meeting  with  NRC  Staff 
(Open) .  The  ACRS  will  meet  with  mem¬ 
bers  of  the  NRC  Staff  to  hear  presenta¬ 
tions  and  hold  discussions  regarding  re¬ 
cent  reactor  operating  experience  and  li¬ 
censing  actions,  generic  matters  related 
to  reactor  regulation,  and  the  future 
schedule  for  ACRS  activities.  This  dis¬ 
cussion  will  include: 

Implementation  of  Regulatory  Guide  1.97, 
“Instrumentation  for  Light  Water  Ckx>led 
Nuclear  Power  Plants  to  A.s.sess  Plant  Condi¬ 
tions  During  and  Following  An  Accident.” 

Turbine  Failure  at  the  Rancho  Seco  Nu¬ 
clear  Generating  Station  Unit  1. 

Three  Mile  Island  Nuclear  Station  Unit  2 
reevaluation  of  battery  supplied  DC.  power 
-systems. 

Design  of  nuclear  plants  to  accommodate 
anticipated  transients  without  scram. 

Liquid  Patha-ay  Generic  Study. 

Control  of  access  in  nuclear  power  plants. 

Provisions  to  protect  persons  who  report 
violations  to  NRC. 

4:00  p.m. -5:00  p.m.:  Executive  Session 
(Open).  The  Committee  will  meet  In 
open  Executive  Session  to  discuss  pro¬ 
posed  comments  regarding  the  Reactor 
Safety  Study.  An  Assessment  of  Accident 
Risks  in  U.S.  Commercial  Nuclear  Power 
plants  (WASH-1400),  and  the  ACRS 
position  regarding  an  augmented  start- 
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up  program  for  the  Three  Mile  lslai:id 
Nuclear  Station,  Unit  2. 

5:00  p.m.-6:30  p.m.:  Executive  Session 
(Closed).  The  Committee  will  meet  in 
closed  Executive  Sessiwi  to  prepare  ACRS 
reports  r^arding  the  Cherokee,  Perkins 
Nuclear  Power  Plants. 

Saturday,  April  9,1977 

8:30  a.m. -10:30  a.m.:  Executive  Ses¬ 
sion  (Closed).  The  Committee  will  meet 
in  closed  session  to  prepare  reports  re¬ 
garding  the  CherokeC/'Perkins  Nuclear 
Power  Plants. 

10:30  a.m.-12:30  p.m.:  Executive  Ses¬ 
sion  (Open) .  The  Committee  will  meet  in 
open  Executive  Session  to  discuss  pro¬ 
posed  ACRS  comments  regarding  the  Re¬ 
actor  Safety  Study  (WASH-1400),  pro¬ 
posed  General  Design  Criteria  for  Nu¬ 
clear  Fuel  Enrichment  Plants  and  other 
matters  discussed  during  this  meeting. 

I  have  determined  in  acccwdance  with 
subsection  10(d)  of  E*ub.  L.  92-403  that 
it  is  necessary  to  close  portions  of  the 
meeting  as  noted  above  to  protect  pro¬ 
prietary  data  (5  U.S.C.  552b.(c)  (4) ) ,  to 
preserve  the  confidentiality  of  informa- 
tl(xi  related  to  safeguarding  of  special 
nuclear  material  (5  U.S.C.  552b.(c)  (4)), 
and  to  protect  information  which,  if  re¬ 
leased,  would  represent  an  undue  inva¬ 
sion  of  privacy  (5  U.S.C.  552b.(c)  (6) ). 
That  portion  of  the  meeting  during 
which  the  Cwnmittee’s  reports  on  the 
Cherokee /Periiins  plant  are  drafted  wdll 
be  closed  pursuant  to  exemption  (10)  of 
5  U.S.C.  552b. (c)  since  it  involves  the 
Committee’s  participation  in  an  adjudi¬ 
catory  proceeding.  Separaticm  of  factual 
information  and  information  considered 
exempt  from  disclosure  imder  exemption 
(4),  exemption  (6),  and  exemption  (10) 
of  5  U.S.C.  552b.  during  these  portions 
of  the  meeting  is  not  considered  prac¬ 
tical. 

Practical  considerations  may  dictate 
alterations  in  the  above  agenda  or  sched¬ 
ule.  The  Chairman  of  the  Committee  is 
empowered  to  conduct  the  meeting  in 
a  manner  that  in  his  judgment  will 
facilitate  the  orderly  conduct  of  business, 
including  provisions  to  carry  over  an  in- 
completed  session  from  one  day  to  the 
next. 

The  Advisory  Committee  on  Reactor 
Safeguards  is  an  independent  group  es¬ 
tablished  by  Congress  to  review  and  re¬ 
port  on  each  application  for  a  construc¬ 
tion  permit  and  on  each  application  for 
an  oE>erating  license  for  a  reactor  facility 
and  on  certain  other  nuclear  safety  mat¬ 
ters.  The  Committee’s  repKirts  become  a 
part  of  the  public  record.  Although 
ACRS  meetings  are  ordinarily  open  to 
the  public  and  provide  for  oral  or  writ¬ 
ten  statements  to  be  c<msidered  as  « 
part  of  the  C<Mnmittee’s  information 
gathering  procedure  concerning  the 
health  and  safety  of  the  public,  they  are 
not  adjudicatory  t5T>e  hearings  such  as 
are  conducted  by  the  Nuclear  Regula¬ 
tory  Commission’s  Atcxnic  Safety  k 
Uceosing  Board  as  part  ot  the  CcHtunis- 
sion’s  licensing  process.  ACRS  meetings 
do  not  normally  deal  with  matters  per¬ 
taining  to  environmental  impacts  outside 
the  safety  area. 


With  respect  to  public  participaticm  in 
the  open  portion  of  the  meeting,  the  fol¬ 
lowing  requirements  shall  apply: 

(a)  Persons  wishing  to  submit  writ¬ 
ten  statements  regarding  the  agenda 
items  may  do  so  by  providing  a  readily 
reproducible  copy  to  the  C<»nmittee  at 
the  beginning  of  the  meeting.  Comments 
should  be  limited  to  safety  related  areas 
w’ithin  the  Committee’s  purview.  Persons 
desiring  to  mail  written  comments  may 
do  so  by  mailing  a  readily  reproducible 
copy  thereof  in  time  for  consideration  at 
this  meeting.  Comments  postmarked  no 
later  than  March  30,  1977,  to  the  Execu¬ 
tive  Director,  Advisory  Committee  on  Re¬ 
actor  Safeguards,  Nuclear  Regulatory 
Commission,  Washington.  DC  20555  w’ill 
normally  be  received  in  time  to  be  con¬ 
sidered  at  this  meeting.  Background  in¬ 
formation  concerning  items  to  be  con¬ 
sidered  at  this  meeting  can  be  found  in 
documents  on  file  and  available  for  pub¬ 
lic  inspection  at  the  Nuclear  Regulatory 
Commission’s  Public  Document  Room, 
1717  H  Street,  NW,  Washington,  DC 
20555  and  at  the  following  Public  Docu¬ 
ment  Rooms: 

Cherokee  Station 

Cherokee  County  Library,  300  E.  Rutledge 

Avenue,  Gaffney,  S.C.  29340. 

Perkins  Station 

Davie  County  Public  Library,  461  N.  Main 

Street,  Mocksvllle,  N.C.  27028. 

<b)  Those  persons  wishing  to  make 
oral  statements  regarding  agenda  items 
at  the  meeting  should  make  a  request 
to  do  so  prior  to  the  meeting.  Identifying 
the  topics  and  desired  presentation  time 
so  that  appropriate  arrangements  can  be 
made.  The  Committee  will  receive  oral 
statements  in  safety-related  areas  within 
the  Committee’s  pun-iew  at  an  apprcniri- 
ate  time  chosen  by  the  Chairman  of  the 
Committee. 

(c)  Further  information  regarding 
topics  to  be  discussed,  whether  the  meet¬ 
ing  or  portions  of  the  meeting  have  been 
cancelled  or  rescheduled,  the  Chairman's 
ruling  on  requests  for  the  opportunity 
to  present  oral  statements,  and  the  time 
allotted  therefor,  can  be  obtained  by  a 
prepaid  telephone  call  on  April  6,  1977, 
to  the  Office  of  the  Executive  Director 
of  the  Committee  (Telephone:  202-634- 
1371)  between  8:15  a.m.  and  5:00  p.m.. 
Eastern  Time.  It  should  be  noted  that 
the  above  schedule  is  tentative,  based  on 
the  anticipated  availability  of  related 
information,  etc.  It  may  be  necessary  to 
reschedule  items  to  accommodate  re¬ 
quired  changes.  The  ACns  Executive  Di¬ 
rector  will  be  prepared  to  describe  these 
changes  on'April  6, 1977. 

(d)  Questions  may  be  propounded  only 
by  members  of  the  Committee  and  its 
consultants. 

(e)  The  use  of  still,  movie,  and  tele¬ 
vision  cameras,  the  phj^ical  installation 
and  presence  of  which  will  not  Interfere 
with  the  conduct  of  the  meeting,  will  be 
permitted  both  before  and  after  the 
meeting  and  during  any  recess.  The  use 
of  such  equipment  will  not,  however,  be 
allowed  while  the  meeting  Is  In  session. 
Recordings  of  the  proceedings  will  be 


permitted  only  during  those  open  ses¬ 
sions  when  a  transcript  is  being  kept. 

(f)  Persons  with  agreements  or  orders 
permitting  access  to  proprietary  infor¬ 
mation  other  than  safeguards  informa¬ 
tion  may  attend  portions  of  ACRS  meet¬ 
ings  w'here  this  material  is  being  dis¬ 
cussed  upon  confirmation  that  such 
agreements  are  effective  and  relate  to  the 
material  being  discussed. 

The  Executive  Director  of  the  ACRS 
should  be  informed  of  such  an  agree¬ 
ment  at  least  3  days  prior  to  the  meet¬ 
ing  so  that  the  agreement  can  be  con¬ 
firmed  and  a  determination  can  be  made 
regarding  the  applicability  of  this  agree¬ 
ment  to  the  material  that  will  be  dis¬ 
cussed  during  the  meeting.  Minimum  in¬ 
formation  provided  should  include  infor¬ 
mation  regarding  the  date  of  the  agree¬ 
ment,  the  scope  of  material  included  in 
the  agreement,  the  project  or  projects 
involved,  and  the  names  and  titles  of  the 
persons  signing  the  agreement.  Addi¬ 
tional  information  may  be  requested  to 
identify  the  specific  agreement  involved. 
A  copy  of  the  executed  agreement  should 
be  provided  to  the  Executive  Director  at 
the  beginning  of  the  meeting. 

(g)  A  copy  of  the  transcript  of  tlie 
open  portion (s)  of  the  meeting  w'here 
factual  informaticm  is  presented  will  be 
available  for  inspection  during  the  fol¬ 
lowing  workday  at  the  Nuclear  Regula¬ 
tory  Commission’s  Public  Document 
Room.  1717  H  Street,  NW.  Washington, 
DC.  Copies  of  the  minutes  of  the  meet¬ 
ing  will  be  made  available  for  inspection 
at  the  Nuclear  Regulatory  Commission’s 
Public  Document  Room,  1717  H  Street, 
NW,  Washington,  DC,  on  after  July  8, 
1977,  Copies  may  be  obtained  upon  pay¬ 
ment  of  appropriate  charges. 

Dated;  March  21, 1977. 

John  C.  Hoyle, 
Advisory  Committee 
Management  Officer. 

Note;  This  document  is  republished  with¬ 
out  change  from  the  issue  of  March  23,  1977, 
42  FR  1S761. 

{FR  Doc.77-8776  Filed  3-22-77; 8; 45  am] 

NATIONAL  TRANSPORTATION 
SAFETY  BOARD 

[N-AR  77-12] 

ACCIDENT  REPORT;  SAFETY  RECOM¬ 
MENDATIONS  AND  RESPONSES 

Availability  and  Receipt 

Aircrajt  Accident  Report. — The  Na¬ 
tional  Transportation  Safety  Board  on 
March  18  released  its  report  on  an  acci¬ 
dent  involving  an  Alaska  Airlines  Boeing 
727  at  Ketchikan  (Alaska)  International 
Airport  on  April  5,  1976.  The  report.  No. 
NTSB-AARr-76-20,  shows  that  one  per¬ 
son  died  and  31  of  43  passengers  and  a 
crew  of  seven  were  injured  when  the  jet¬ 
liner  overran  the  runway  threshold, 
crashed  into  a  ravine,  and  caught  fire. 

Probable  cause  of  the  accident,  accord¬ 
ing  to  the  Safety  Board,  was  the  cap¬ 
tain's  faulty  Judgm^t  in  initiating  a 
go-round  after  he  was  committed  to  a 
full-stop  landing  following  an  excessively 
long  and  fast  touchdown  from  an  un- 
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stabilized  approach.  Contributing  to  the 
accident  was  the  pilot’s  unprofessional 
decision  to  abandon  the  precision 
approach. 

The  Board  found  the  conduct  of  the 
approach,  landing,  and  post-landing 
maneuvers  by  the  Alaska  Airlines  cap¬ 
tain  to  be  below  that  expected  of  an  ex¬ 
perienced.  qualified  airline  captain.  Spe¬ 
cifically,  investigation  showed  that  the 
pilot  deviated  from  normal  approach 
procedures,  conducted  an  unstabilized 
approach,  and  failed  to  correct  the  high 
airspeed  and  sdtitude  before  reaching  the 
runway  threshold,  despite  callouts  by  the 
first  officer.  The  Board  also  stated  that 
that  other  flight  crewmembers  should 
have  recognized  the  progressively  deteri¬ 
orating  situation. 

As  a  result  of  its  investigation,  the 
Board  repeated  a  number  of  previous 
recommendations  designed  to  improv'e 
pilot  performance,  including  a  request 
that  the  Air  Line  Pilots  Association  and 
the  Allied  Pilots  Association  Implement 
a  program  within  existing  professional 
standards  committees  to  provide  an  ex¬ 
peditious  means  for  peer  group  monitor¬ 
ing  and  disciplining  the  very  small  group 
of  air  carrier  pilots  who  may  display  any 
unprofessional  (Including  hazardous) 
traits  as  exemplified  by  this  accident. 
(Reference:  Recommendations  A-72-137 
and  A-72-140  (NTSB  report  No.  AAR- 
72-20)  :  A-74-85  and  A-74-86  (NTSB  re¬ 
port  No.  AAR-74-4);  A-76-141  through 
A-76-143,  issued  last  January  25  after 
Investigation  of  the  Ketchikan  accident 
(42  FR  6655.  February  3.  1977) ;  and  A- 
77-7,  issued  last  month  (42  PR  10915, 
February  24. 1977) .) 

Aviation  Safety  Recommendations. — 
Increasing  numbers  of  noncertificated 
airports  in  the  48  contiguous  States  are 
receiving  pas-senger  service  by  commuter 
air  carriers,  the  Safety  Board  noted  in 
a  letter  to  the  Federal  Aviation  Adminis¬ 
tration  under  date  of  March  14,  1977. 
Civil  Aeronautics  Board  statistics  indi¬ 
cate  that  the  number  of  passengers  car¬ 
ried  by  commuter  air  carriers  has  risen 
from  about  4  million  in  fiscal  year  1970 
to  well  over  7  million  in  fiscal  year  1975. 
It  may  be  deduced  also  from  these  statis¬ 
tics,  the  Safety  Board  stated,  that  the 
number  of  noncertificated  airports  serv¬ 
ing  commuter  air  carriers  with  passenger 
service  only  may  be  as  high  as  150.  Many 
of  these  airports  are  general  aviation  air¬ 
ports  and  some  serve  more  flights  each 
day  than  do  certificated  airpewts  with 
lower  traffic  levels. 

Also  of  concern  to  the  Safety  Board  is 
the  fact  that  many  of  these  noncertifl- 
cated  airports  have  either  rudimentary 
crash,  fire/rescue  capabilities  or  are  en¬ 
tirely  dependent-  on  firefighting  equip¬ 
ment  from  nearby  communities.  While 
aware  that  PAA  is  studying  the  feasi¬ 
bility  of  certificating  airports  serving  the 
communter  air  carrier  industry,  thereby 
Improving  the  crash/fire/rescue  of  such 
airports,  the  Safety  Board  states  that 
Interim  measures  must  be  takm  to  raise 
the  current  level  of  safety  for  commuter 
air  carrier  passengers.  Accordingly,  the 
Board’s  March  14  letter  recommends 
that  FAA: 


Formulate,  In  cooperation  with  the  Na¬ 
tional  nre  Protection  Association,  a  training 
program  for  uaa  by  local  lire  departments  as 
a  minimum  standard  for  firefighting  person¬ 
nel  involved  in  crash/ fire,  rescue  activities  at 
noncertificated  airports.  (Recommendation 
A-77-12) 

Disseminate  the  training  program,  in  co¬ 
ordination  with  the  CX>mmuter  Airlines  Asso¬ 
ciation  of  America,  the  National  Fire  Pre¬ 
vention  and  Control  Administration,  and  the 
American  Association  of  Airport  Executives, 
to  State  and  local  governments  and  airport 
operators  and  urge  them  to  adopt  it  in  the 
Interest  of  passenger  safety.  (A-77-13) 

Tlie  Safety  Board  designated  both 
recommendations  ’•Class  II.  priority 
followup." 

Responses  to  Marine  Safety  Recom¬ 
mendations. — Letter  of  March  9  from 
the  United  States  Coast  Guard  updates 
response  to  recommendation  M-72-17, 
issued  as  a  result  of  the  Safety  Board’s 
1972  special  study,  “Analysis  of  the 
Safety  of  ’Transportation  of  Hazardous 
Materials  on  the  Navigable  Waters  of  the 
United  States.’’  The  recommendation 
asked  Coast  Guard  to  revise  the  regula¬ 
tions  concerning  the  qualifications  of 
tankermen  and  licens^  officers  who 
handle  extremely  hazardous  materials  to 
require  special  qualifications  and  en¬ 
dorsements  for  these  specific  materials. 
Coast  Guard  indicates  that  the  notice  of 
proposed  rulemaking  spoken  to  in  its 
response  of  November  24.  1975  (40  FR 
57726.  December  11.  1975)  has  been 
drafted  and  is  cun-ently  undergoing 
final  review  process;  publication  is  ex¬ 
pected  this  .April.  Further  response  to 
M-72-17  is  promised  by  August  1,  next. 

Coast  Guard’s  letter  of  March  8  con¬ 
cerns  recommendation  M-75-16  which 
was  issued  as  a  result  of  investigation 
into  the  foundering  of  the  M/ V  (20MET 
off  Point  Judith,  Rhode  Island,  on  May 
19,  1973.  The  recommendation  asked 
Coast  Guard  to  determine  and  include  in 
its  future  accident  investigation  reports 
whether  immersion  hypothermia  con¬ 
tributed  to  loss  of  life,  and  to  encode  such 
information  in  its  computerized  accident 
information  s>‘stems.  Coast  Guard’s  re¬ 
sponse  notes  that  internal  operating  in¬ 
structions  have  been  amended  to  direct 
investigating  officers,  during  casualty  in¬ 
vestigations.  to  determine  whether  im¬ 
mersion  hypothermia  caused  or  con¬ 
tributed  to  loss  of  life.  Coast  Guard 
states  that  immersion  hypothermia  data 
is  presently  being  encoded  in  its  casualty 
statistics.  Also,  a  Commandant’s  Instruc¬ 
tion,  No.  16135.1A,  concerning  the  recog¬ 
nition  of  Immersion  hypothermia  by 
Coast  Guard  personnel  was  promulgated 
last  October  13.  A  copy  of  this  Instruc¬ 
tion  is  attached  to  Coast  Guard’s  letter. 
(See  40  FR  47512,  October  9,  1975.) 

Response  to  Pipeline  Safety  Recom¬ 
mendations. — A  letter  dated  March  1, 
1977,  from  the  Sun  Pipe  Line  Company 
of  ’Tulsa,  OklalKHna,  as  in  answer  to  rec¬ 
ommendations  P-76^58  through  P-76-60 
which  were  Issued  by  the  Safety  Board 
following  its  Investigation  of  the  Au¬ 
gust  2, 1975,  pipeline  rupture  near  Romu¬ 
lus,  Michigan.  (See  41  PR  41767,  Sep¬ 
tember  23.  1976.) 

Commenting  on  P-76-58,  which  rec¬ 
ommended  that  Sun  Pipe  Line  Instruct 


its  iJei-sonnel  more  adequate^’  in  inspec¬ 
tion  techniques  and  procedures  and  em¬ 
phasize  the  potential  hazards  of  unde¬ 
tected.  unreported,  construction  damage 
to  an  operating  pipeline.  Sun  Pipe  Line 
stresses  the  contractor’s  responsibility 
for  damage  to  existing  pipelines.  The 
company  states.  •••  •  •  we  have  inspec¬ 
tors  during  the  period  of  third’  party 
ccmstruction  and  the  line  was  carefully 
staked  and  marked  with  ampld  oppor¬ 
tunity  for  commimications  between  the 
inspector  and  the  contractor  during  ex¬ 
cavation  in  proximity  to  our  8”  pipeline.” 
Sun  Pipe  Line  also  states,  ’’Certainlj’  any 
contractor  has  the  responsibility  under 
these  circumstances  of  knowing  the  lo¬ 
cation  of  our  line,  and  at  what  point  he 
is  in  such  proximity  with  his  equipment 
to  be  of  danger  to  the  existing  pipeline.” 
Sun  Pipe  Line  further  comments  tliat 
the  contractor  has  the  "responsibility  of 
exercising  all  available  reasonable  pre¬ 
cautions  and  to  report  in  good  faitli  any 
incident  where  the  existing  pipeline  is 
dented,  scraped,  or  even  touched  by  con¬ 
tractor’s  equipment.  As  in  this  instance, 
all  too  often  the  contractor  and  its  em¬ 
ployees  fail  to  report  .such  incidents.’’ 

Recommendation  P-76-59  asked  Sun 
Pipe  Line  to  reevaluate  its  propane  cav¬ 
ern  operating  procedures  and  emphasize 
to  its  terminal  personnel  the  potential 
hazards  created  by  a  line  blockage.  In 
response,  the  company  notes  that  operat¬ 
ing  procedures  for  filling  the  caverans  at 
Inkster.  Michigan,  have  been  reviewed 
so  that  responsibility  for  transmitting 
final  instructloriS  has  been  reassigned 
from  the  delivery  person  to  the  terminal 
operator.  According  to  Sim  Pipe  Line. 
’’The  terminal  operator  shall  transmit 
such  instructions  only  after  confirming 
that  receiving  facilities  are  proijerly 
aligned." 

Re  P-76-60,  which  recommended  that 
Sun  Pipe  Line  study  the  possible  use,  at 
its  terminals  and  pump  stations,  of  lock¬ 
out  equipment  which  shuts  down  a  pipe¬ 
line  system  unless  all  valves  are  posi¬ 
tioned  properly  and  full  clearance  to  op¬ 
erate  has  been  obtained,  the  company 
indicates  that  its  engineering  personnel 
continues  to  study  the  art  of  “lockout 
equipment”  to  insure  that  all  reasonable 
safeguards  are  positioned  and  incorpo¬ 
rated  into  the  controls  at  tlie  Inkster  un¬ 
derground  storage  facility. 

Safety  Board  Comments  on  a  Federal 
Railroad  Administration  Proposed  Rule¬ 
making. — Under  date  of  February  28. 
the  Safety  Board  informed  FRA  that  its 
proposed  changes  to  49  CFR  230.262 — 
Engines  and  Accessories,  as  contained  in 
notice  of  proposed  rulemaking  Docket 
No.  LI-4.  Notice  3  (42  FR  2294,  Janu¬ 
ary  14.  1977)  will  reconcile  the  conflict 
between  §  5  23.201(d)  and  230.262.  The 
Safety  Board,  by  recommendation  R-72- 
31.  called  fm:  such  action  as  a  result  of 
its  investigation  oi  the  derailment  of  Am- 
trak  passenger  train  No.  1  while  operat¬ 
ing  on  the  Illinois  Central  Railroad  near 
Salem,  Illinois,  on  June  10,  1971. 

Note:  The  above  consists  of  abridgements 
of  Safety  Botu’d  documents  publicly  released 
and  safety  recommendation  re^x>nses  re¬ 
ceived  during  the  week  preceding  publication 
of  this  notice. 
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NOTICES 


The  complete  accident  report  and  the  safe¬ 
ty  recommendation  letter  in  Ite  entirety  are 
available  to  the  general  public;  single  copies 
may  be  obtained  without  charge.  Copies  of 
the  full  text  of  letters  responsive  to  safety 
recommendations  may  be  obtained  at  a  cost 
of  $4.00  for  service  and  l6f  per  page  for 
reproduction.  All  requests  must  be  in  WTit- 
ing.  Identified  by  report  or  reoommendatl<Hi 
number  and  date  of  publication  of  this  no¬ 
tice  in  the  FEDERAL  REGISTER.  Address  in¬ 
quiries  to:  Public  Inquiries  Section,  National 
Transportation  Safety  Board,  Washington, 
D  C.  20594. 

Multiple  copies  of  the  accident  report  may 
be  purchased  by  mail  from  the  National 
Technical  Information  Service,  U.S.  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Commerce,  Springfield,  Virginia 
22151. 

(Secs.  304(a)  (2)  and  307  of  the  Independent 
Safetv  Board  Act  of  1974  (Pub.  L.  93-633,  88 
Stat.  2169,  2172  (49  U.S  C.  1903,  1906)).) 

Mahcaret  L.  Fisher, 
Federal  Register 
Liaison  Officer. 

March  21,  1977. 

[FR  Doc.77-8800  Filed  3-23-77:8:45  am] 


POSTAL  SERVICE 

PREPARATION  REQUIREMENTS  FOR  BULK 
RATE  THIRD-CLASS  MAIL 

Further  Extension  of  Time  on  Enforcement 
of  Packaging  Requirements 

In  the  Federal  Register  of  January 
24,  1977,  42  FR  4228,  the  Postal  Service 
advised  that  some  mailers  of  bulk  rate 
third-class  mail  who  had  been  operat¬ 
ing  under  certain  erroneous  interpreta¬ 
tions  of  Postal  Service  mail  preparation 
requirements  would  be  required  to  fully 
meet  those  requirements  in  accordance 
with  134.43  of  the  Postal  Service  Manual 
effective  April  14,  1977.  It  now  appears 
that  some  of  those  mailers  are  experi¬ 
encing  problems  in  obtaining  equip¬ 
ment  in  suflBcient  time  to  meet  the  April 
14,  1977  deadline,  and  others  have  large 
inventories  of  packaging  materials 
which  do  not  meet  bundling  require¬ 
ments. 

In  view  of  these  circumstances.  Postal 
Regional  Directors  of  Finance  may,  on 
a  case  by  case  basis,  authorize  a  single 
extension  of  up  to  six  months  beyond 
the  April  14,  1977  deadline  upon  appli¬ 
cation  by  a  mailer  who  demonstrates 
that  he  is  making  every  reasonable  effort 
to  comply  expeditiously  with  packaging 
requirements.  Postal  Regional  Directors 
of  Finance  must,  at  the  time  of  approval 
of  an  application,  provide  copies  of  each 
authorization  along  with  the  justifica¬ 
tion  for  the  temporary  waiver,  to  the 
Director,  Office  of  Mail  Classification. 
Headquarters,  United  States  Postal 
Service. 

Roger  P.  Craig, 
Deputy  General  Counsel. 

[FR  Doc.77-8571  Piled  3-23-77;8:46  am] 


SECURITIES  AND  EXCHANGE 
COMMISSION 

(Release  No.  34-13391;  Pile  No. 
SR-Amex-77-3  ] 

AMERICAN  STOCK  EXCHANGE,  INC. 

Proposed  Rule  Change  by  Self-Regulatory 
Organization 

Pursuant  to  Section  19(b)(1)  of  the 
Securities  Exchange  Act  of  1934  (the 
“Act”),  15  U.S.C.  78s  (b)  (1),  as  amended 
by  Pub.  L.  No.  94-29,  16  (June  4,  1975) , 
notice  is  hereby  given  that  on 
March  14.  1977  the  above-mentioned 
self -regulatory  organization  filed  with 
the  Securities  and  Exchange  Commission 
a  proposed  rule  change  as  follows; 

Statement  of  Terms  of  Substance  by 
THE  Exchange 

The  American  Stock  Exchange,  Inc. 
(the  “Amex”)  proposes  to  amend  its 
guidelines  for  the  original  listing  of  se¬ 
curities  and  delisting  of  securities  to  pre¬ 
scribe  alternate  listing  criteria  which 
include: 

1.  Tlie  listing  of  companies  with  demon¬ 
strated  records  of  growth  which  have:  (a)  a 
minimum  five-year  history  of  operations; 

(b)  $12,000,000  in  net  tangible  assets: 

(c)  1,000,000  shares  publicly-held  by  3,000 
stockholders,  of  which  2.000  are  roundlot. 
holders;  and 

(d)  $10,000,000  aggregate  market  value  of 
shares  publicly  held. 

2.  The  application  of  the  Exchange’s  de- 
listing  policies  to  such  companies  on  a 
prospective  basis. 

The  text  of  the  proposed  amendments 
Ls  attached  as  Exhibit  A. 

Statement  of  Basis  and  Purpose 

The  basis  and  purpose  of  the  foregoing 
proposed  rule  changes  are  as  follows: 

liie  purpose  of  the  proposed  addition 
of  these  two  sections  to  the  Amex’s  Com¬ 
pany  Guide  is  to  permit  the  listing  of  se¬ 
curities  of  companies  which  have  finan¬ 
cial  resources  and  public  share  distribu¬ 
tion  substantially  in  excess  of  the  Ex¬ 
change’s  current  guidelines  for  original 
listing,  but  do  not  qualify  as  to  earnings 
in  their  most  recent  fiscal  year. 

The  current  guidelines  of  the  Ex¬ 
change  for  original  listing  of  securities 
may  be  summarized  as  follows; 

FINANCIAL 

Net  tangible  assets,  $4,000,000;  pre-tax 
earnings  (most  recent  fiscal  year),  $750,000; 
net  Income  (most  recent  fiscal  year), 
$400,000. 

DISTEIBUTION 

Shares  publicly  held,  400,000;  shares  held 
In  100-500  share  lots,  160,000;  public  stock¬ 
holders.  1,200;  round-lot  holders,  800;  hold¬ 
ers  of  100-5(X>  share  lots,  500;  aggregate 
market  value  of  publicly  held  shares,  $3,000,- 
000;  and  stock  price,  $5. 

While  a  listing  applicant  is  generally 
expected  to  have  a  record  of  profitable 
operations,  it  is  recognized  that  the 


investment  quality  of  a  company  can  be 
determined  by  such  factors  as  its  finan¬ 
cial  resources,  record  of  development 
and  future  outlook.  Thus,  the  Amex  be¬ 
lieves  that  listing  should  not  summarily 
denied  to  a  financially  sound  company 
solely  due  to  its  inability  to  satisfy  the 
Exchange’s  existing  pre-tax  earnings 
and  net  income  standards. 

Since  companies  qualified  under  the 
proposed  alternate  listing  criteria  may 
have  reported  losses  in  their  most  recent 
fiscal  years,  the  existing  criteria  for  de- 
listing  would  be  applied  prospectively 
from  the  date  of  listing. 

The  amendments  to  the  Amex  listing 
and  delisting  guidelines  are  proposed 
pursuant  to  the  authority  delegate  to 
national  securities  exchanges  in  Section 
J2(d)  of  the  Act  to  promulgate  rules 
governing  the  listing  and  delisting  of 
securities. 

No  comments  were  solicited  or  re¬ 
ceived  w’ith  respect  to  the  proposed  rule 
changes. 

The  Amex  has  determined  that  no 
burden  on  competition  will  be  imposed 
by  the  proposed  rule  changes. 

Within  thirty-five  days  of  the  date  of 
publication  of  this  notice  in  the  Federal 
Register,  or  within  such  longer  period 
(i)  as  the  Commission  may  designate  up 
to  90  days  of  such  date  if  it  finds  such 
longer  period  to  be  appropriate  and  pub¬ 
lishes  its  reasons  for  so  finding  or  (ii) 
as  to  which  the  above-mentioned  self- 
regulatory  organization  consents,  the 
Commis.sion  will : 

(A)  By  order  approve  such  proposed  rule 
change,  or 

(B)  Institute  proceedings  to  determine 
whether  the  proposed  rule  change  should 
be  disapproved. 

Interested  persons  are  invited  to  sub¬ 
mit  written  data,  views  and  arguments 
concerning  the  foregoing.  Persons  desir¬ 
ing  to  make  written  submissions  should 
file  six  (6)  copies  thereof  with  the  Sec¬ 
retary  of  the  Commission.  Securities 
and  Exchange  Commission.  Washington, 
D.C.  20549.  Copies  of  the  filing  with 
respect  to  the  foregoing  and  of  all  writ¬ 
ten  submissions  will  be  available  for 
inspection  and  copying  in  the  Fhiblic 
Reference  Room,  1100  L  Street,.  N.W., 
Washington,  D.C.  Copies  of  such  filing 
will  also  be  available  for  inspection  and 
copying  at  the  principal  office  of  the 
above-mentioned  self -regulatory  orga¬ 
nization.  All  submissions  should  refer  to 
the  file  number  referenced  in  the  cap¬ 
tion  above  and  should  be  submitted  on 
or  before  April  14,  1977. 

For  the  Commission  by  the  Division 
of  Market  Regulation,  pursuant  to 
delegated  authority. 

George  A.  Fitzsimmons, 
Secretary. 

March  18.  1977. 
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Exhibit  A 

Exhibit  A:  Amxmcah  Stock  Exchange, 
Inc. 

New  Bectlons  117  and  1003 A  are  proposed 
to  be  added  to  the  American  Stock  Exchange 
Company  Guide.  Section  117  will  be  added 
to  Part  1  (Original  Listing  Requirements) 
and  section  1003A  wlU  be  added  to  Part  10 
(Suspension  and  Delisting)  of  the  Guide. 

SECTION  117  ALTERNATE  LISTING  CRITERIA 

While  the  Exchange  ordinarily  expects  a 
listing  applicant  to  have  a  record  of  prof¬ 
itable  operations.  It  Is  recognized  that  cer¬ 
tain  financially  sound  companies  are  unable 
to  fully  meet  the  Exchange’s  existing  earn¬ 
ings  criteria  because  of  the  nature  of  their 
business,  or  because  of  continuing  large  ex¬ 
penditures  of  funds  for  research  or  cmpor- 
ate  development.  Such  companies  may,  how¬ 
ever,  qualify  for  listing  provided  they  meet 
the  specific  criteria  outlined  below,  have 
sufficient  financial  resources  to  continue  op¬ 
erations  over  an  extended  period  of  time, 
and  are  otherwise  regarded  as  suitable  tor 
Exchange  listing. 

In  evaluating  the  eligibility  for  listing  of  a 
company’s  securities  under  this  section,  con¬ 
sideration  will  be  given  to: 

General  Cfriteria:  The  nature  and  scope  of 
the  applicant’s  operations.  Including  Its 
demonstrated  ability  to  acquire  or  discover 
and  develop  new  products  or  properties,  the 
potential  or  proven  market  for  existing  or 
future  products  and  the  company’s  plans  for 
future  development  and  expansion  of  Its 
existing  resources. 

The  applicant’s  financial  condition.  In¬ 
cluding  Its  source  and  appUcatlim  of  funds, 
accounting  practices,  ability  to  service  exist¬ 
ing  debt  and  other  obligations,  the  availabil¬ 
ity  of  financing  for  currently  committed 
IMograms  and  future  expansion,  and  the  slee 
of  Its  development  expenses  In  relationship 
to  Its  equity  and  revenues. 

The  composition  of  the  applicant’s  assets. 
Including  Its  reserves,  royalties,  or  other 
rights  and  patents. 

The  experience  and  reputation  of  the 
pllcant  and  Its  management. 

The  nature  and  effect  of  governmental 
policies  or  restrictions  on  the  company^ 
products  or  properties  and  the  extent  of 
competition  and  economic  conditions  within 
the  particular  Industry. 

SPECIFIC  CRITERIA 

History  of  Operations:  Five  years  of 
operations. 

Size  (Net  Worth):  Net  tangible  assets  of 
at  least  $12,000,000. 

Distribution:  Minimum  public  distribution 
of  1,000,000  shares  (exclusive  of  the  hold¬ 
ings  of  officers,  directors,  controlling  stock¬ 
holders  and  other  concentrated  or  family 
holdings),  and  3,000  or  more  public  stock¬ 
holders,  Including  at  least  2,0<X)  holders  or 
100  shares  or  more. 

Aggregate  Market  Value  of  Publicly  Held 
Shares:  $10,000,000. 

I  1003A  DELISTING  OF  COMPANIES  ORIGINALLY 
QUALIFIED  UNDER  ALTERNATE  LISTING  CRITERIA 

The  Exchange’s  delisting  policies  shall  be 
applied  prospectively  frmn  the  date  of  list¬ 
ing  to  companies  Which  originally  qualified 
for  listing  under  the  alternate  listing  criteria 
provided  for  In  section  117. 

IFR  Doc.77-«875  Piled  3-23-77:8:45  am) 


NOTICES 

(Release  No.  34-13386;  File  No.  4-200) 

BRADFORD  NATIONAL  CLEARING  CORP. 

Application  for  Exemption  From  Registra¬ 
tion  as  a  Securities  Information  ProMSsor 

AGENCry :  Securities  and  Exchange 
Oramnission. 

>  ACTTION:  Notice  and  Solicitation  of  Pub¬ 
lic  Comment. 

SUMMARY :  The  Commission  hereby 
gives  notice  that,  pursuant  to  Section 
llA(b)  (1)  of  the  l^urltles  Exchange  Act 
of  1934,  Bradford  National  Clearing 
corporation  has  applied  for  exemptltm 
from  registration  as  a  securltlee  Infor¬ 
mation  processor.  In  order  to  assist  In 
the  consideration  of  the  application  for 
exemption,  the  Commission  hereby  re¬ 
quests  oommoits  on  the  application  from 
all  Interested  persons. 

DATE25:  Comments  must  be  received  cm 
or  before  April  22, 1977. 

ADDRESS:  All  communications  on  this 
matter  should  be  directed  In  triplicate  to 
George  A.  Fitzsimmons.  Secretary,  Se¬ 
curities  and  Ebcchange  Commission,  500 
North  Capitol  Street.  Washington,  D.C. 
20549.  Comments  should  refer  to  Pile  No. 
4-200  and  will  be  available  for  public  in¬ 
spection. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CON¬ 
TACT: 

Eric  D.  Roiter,  Division  of  Maiicet 
RegulatioiL  SecurltleB  and  Exchange 
CTommisslcm,  Washington.  D.C.  (202- 
755-7128). 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 
Notice  is  hereby  given  that  Bradford 
National  Clearing  Corporation  (“Brad¬ 
ford”)  has  applied,  pursuant  to  Section 
llA(b)(l)  of  the  Securities  Exchange 
Act  of  1934  (the  “Act”) ,  15  UJ3.C.  78k-l 
(b)(1),  for  exemption  from  registration 
as  a  securities  Information  pr(x;essor. 
This  application  for  exemption  is  in 
connecUon  with  a  facilities  management 
agreement  executed  by  Bradford  on 
February  15,  1977  with  P.  C.  Service 
Conxiratlon  (“PCSC”),  a  wholly-owned 
sijteldlary  of  the  Pacific  Stock  Exchange 
("PSE”),  pursuant  to  which  Bradford 
will  perform  the  securities  information 
processing  services  theretofore  per¬ 
formed  by  PCSC  on  an  exclusive  basis  for 
PSE.  Those  services  Include  the  auto¬ 
mated  collection  and  processing  of  trade 
data  transmitted  by  PSC  on  the  Los 
Angeles  and  San  Francisco  floors  of  the 
PSE  and  re-transmlsslon  of  the  trade 
data  In  sequential  order  to  the  Securities 
Industry  Automation  Corporation  for 
Inclusion  on  the  consolidated  tape.*  The 


*  Pursuant  to  the  “Plan  submitted  pur¬ 
suant  to  Rule  17a-15  of  tbe  Securities 
Exebange  Commission  under  Securities 
Exchange  Act  of  1934“  (the  “Plan”),  last 
sale  transaction  reports  In  exchange-listed 
securities  which  qualify  under  the  Plan  are 
disseminated  by  the  Consolidated  Tape 
Association  on  Network  A  or  B  of  the 
Consolidated  Tiq>e.  See  Securities  Exchange 
Act  Release  No.  10787  (May  10.  1974),  30  FR 
17770  (May  20,  1974),  4  SEC  Docket  271  (May 
21.  1974). 


i5yy.’) 

Commission  in  Securities  Exchange  Act 
Release  No.  12036  (January  22.  1976) 
granted  PCSC  an  exemption  from  regis¬ 
tration  with  respect  to  these  securities 
information  processing  services.* 

The  Commission  in  Securities  Ex¬ 
change  Act  Release  No.  13278  (February 
17,  1977),*  granted  to  Bradford  a  90-day 
temporary  exemption  from  registration 
as  a  securities  information  processor, 
pending  Commission  determination  of 
Bradford’s  application  for  permanent 
exemption.  While  Section  llA(b)(3)  of 
the  Act  expressly  requires  publication  of 
notice  only  with  respect  to  applications 
for  registration  as  a  securities  informa¬ 
tion  processor,  the  Commission  has.  in 
the  past,  deemed  it  desirable  to  give 
notice  of  applications  for  exemption 
from  registration  so  that  interested 
persons  may  be  afforded  an  opportimity 
to  submit  written  data,  views  and  argu¬ 
ments  concerning  such  applications.* 
The  Commission  believes  that  it  is  ap¬ 
propriate  to  extend  this  policy  to  the 
Instant  application. 

Accordingly,  all  perscais  interested  in 
submitting  written  data,  views  and  ar¬ 
guments  concerning  Bradford's  applic.a- 
tlon  should  submit  than  in  triplicate  to 
George  A.  Fitzsimmons.  Secretary,  Se¬ 
curities  and  Exchange  Commission.  500 
North  Capitol  Street.  Washington.  D  C. 
20549  not  later  than  April  22, 1977.  Com¬ 
ments  should  address  whether  the  grant 
of  any  such  exemption  from  registration 
would  be  consistent  with  the  public  in¬ 
terest,  the  protection  of  investors,  and 
the  purposes  of  Section  11 A  of  the  Act. 
including  the  maintenance  of  fair  and 
orderly  markets  in  securities  and  the  re¬ 
moval  of  impediments  to  and  perfection 
of  the  mechanisms  of  a  national  market 
system.  Comments  should  also  addre.^s 
whether  the  grant,  or  failure  to  grant, 
any  such  exemption  would  impose  any 
burden  on  ctmipetitlon  not  necessary  or 
apprcH>rtfite  in  furtherance  of  the  pur¬ 
poses  of  the  Act.  All  communications 
should  refer  to  Pile  No.  4-200  and,  to¬ 
gether  with  a  copy  of  Bradford’s  appli¬ 
cation  for  exemption,  will  be  available 
for  public  inspection  in  the  Commission’s 
Public  Reference  Room. 

By  the  Commission. 

George  A.  Fitzsimmons, 
Secretary. 

March  17.  1977. 

|FR  Doc.77-8885  Piled  3-23-77;8;45  am] 

>41  FB  4369  (January  29.  1976).  8  SEC 
Docket  1100  (February  3.  1976). 

>  11  SEC  Docket  1749  (March  1.  1977). 

*  See  Notice  of  AppUcatlone  for  Exemptlona 
from  Registration  as  Secuiitiss  Information 
Processors  with  respect  to  Bunker  Ramo  Inc., 
P.  C.  Servloe  Corp..  and  Quotron  Systems, 
Inc.,  Securities  Exchange  Act  Release  No. 
11772  (October  29.  1975).  40  FR  61514 
(November  8,  1978),  8  SEC  Do'-ket  272 
(November  11. 1976). 
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NOTICES 


[Release  No.  13387;  SR-BSPS-77-1  [ 

BRADFORD  SECURITIES  PROCESSING 
SERVICES,  INC. 

Establishment  of  Fixed  Income  Accounting 
Service,  Rule  Change 

March  17,  1977. 

On  January  5,  1977,  Bradford  Securi¬ 
ties  Processing  ^n’ices,  Inc.  (“BSPS”) , 
80  Pine  Street,  New  York,  New  York 
10005,  submitted,  pursuant  to  Rule  19b-4 
under  the  Securities  Exchange  Act  of 
1934  (the  “Act”) ,  a  proposed  rule  change 
relating  to  the  establishment  of  an  auto¬ 
mated  fixed  income  accounting  service 
for  registered  brokers  and  dealers. 

In  accordance  with  Section  19(b)  of  the 
Act  and  Rule  19b-4  thereunder,  notice 
of  the  proposed  rule  change  was  pub¬ 
lished  in  the  Federal  Register  (42  FR 
8239,  February  9,  1977)  and  the  public 
was  invited  to  comment  thereon.  Notice 
of  the  filing  and  an  invitation  for  com¬ 
ments  also  appeared  in  Securities  Ex¬ 
change  Act  Release  No.  13224,  Janu¬ 
ary  31,  1977.  No  letters  of  comment 
were  received. 

The  Commission  has  reviewed  the  pro¬ 
posed  rule  change  and  finds  that  it  is 
consistent  with  the  requirements  of  the 
Act  and  the  rules ’and  regulations  there¬ 
under  applicable  to  registered  clearing 
agencies. 

It  is  therefore  ordered,  pursuant  to 
Section  19(b)(2)  of  the  Act,  that  the 
proposed  rule  change  contained  in  File 
No.  SR-BSPS-77-1  be,  and  hereby  is, 
approved. 

For  the  Commission,  by  the  Division 
of  Market  Regulation,  pursuant  to  dele¬ 
gated  authority. 

George  A.  Fitzsimmons. 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.77  8860  Filed  3-23-77:8:45  am] 

(Release  No.  34-13368:  File  No.  SR-CBOE- 
1977-3] 

CHICAGO  BOARD  OPTIONS  EXCHANGE, 
INC. 

Proposed  Rule  Change  by  Self-Regulatory 
Organization 

Pursuant  to  Section  19(b)(1)  of  the 
Securities  Exchange  Act  of  1934,  15 
U.S.C.  78s(b)  (1),  as  amended  by  Pub.  L. 
No.  94-29,  16  (June  4,  1975),  notice  is 
hereby  given  that  on  February  25,  1977 
the  above-mentioned  self -regulatory  or¬ 
ganization  filed  with  the  Securities  and 
Exchange  Commission  a  proposed  rule 
change  as  follows : 

Statement  of  the  Terms  of  Substance 
OF  THE  Proposed  Rule  Change 

Rule  7.4.  Obligations  for  Orders. 

[No  change.] 

•  •  •  Interpretations  and  Policies 

.01-04  [No  change.] 

.05  For  purposes  of  this  Rule,  an  or¬ 
der  shall  be  deemed  to  be  from  a  mem¬ 
ber  if  the  order  is  placed  with  a  Board 
Broker  by  a  person  associated  wiUi  a 
member,  provided  that  the  order  is  either 
(i)  an  order  to  buy  at  a  price  equal  to 
or  below  the  highest  bid  in  the  Board 
Broker’s  book  or  (ii)'  an  order  to  sell  at 


a  price  equal  to  or  above  the  lowest  offer 
in  the  Board  Broker’s  book. 

E.xchange’s  Statement  of  Basis 
AND  Purpose 

The  basis  and  purpose  of  the  foregoing 
proposed  rule  change  Is  a  follows: 

Interpretation  7.4.05  is  intended  to 
to  clarify  the  meaning  of  the  provisicm  of 
Rule  7.4  that  states,  “A  Board  Broker 
shall  not  accept  orders  •  •  •  from  any 
source  other  than  a  member.”  This  pro¬ 
vision  of  the  Rule  reflects  the  Board 
Broker’s  role  as  a  “broker’s  brcrfcer”  as 
stated  in  Rule  7.1.  It  has  been  informally 
interpreted  to  mean  that  a  Board  Broker 
may  accept  orders  from  a  member’s 
clerks,  runners  or  other  associated  per¬ 
sons.  but  this  interpretation  has  never 
been  formally  adopted  nor  has  it  been 
consistently  applied  in  all  cases.  It  is  the 
purpose  of  Interpretation  7.4.05  to  make 
it  clear  that  a  Board  Broker  may  accept 
ordei-s  from  persons  associated  with 
members,  except  that  to  guard  against 
error  the  direct  involvement  of  a  member 
will  be  required  when  the  order  is  one 
which  improves  the  existing  best  bid  or 
offer  in  the  book. 

Proposed  Interpretation  7.4.05  is 
adopted  pursuant  to  Section  6(b)(5)  of 
the  Act,  which  provides,  among  other 
things,  that  the  rules  of  an  exchange  be 
designed  to  promote  just  and  equitable 
principles  of  trade  and  to  protect  in¬ 
vestors  and  the  public  interest. 

Comments  were  not  solicited,  nor  have 
comments  been  received  from  the  mem¬ 
bership. 

The  E.xchange  believes  that  no  burden 
on  burden  on  competition  will  be  imposed 
as  a  result  of  Interpretation  7.4.05. 

Tlie  foregoing  rule  change  has  be¬ 
come  effective,  pursuant  to  Section  19(b) 
(3»  of  the  Securities  Exchange  Act  of 
1934.  At  any  time  within  sixty  days  of 
the  filing  of  such  proposed  rule  change, 
the  Commission  may  summarily  abrogate 
such  rule  change  if  it  appears  to  the 
Commission  that  such  action  is  necessary 
or  appropriate  in  the  public  interest  for 
the  protection  of  investors  or  otherwise 
in  fui'therance  of  the  purposes  of  the 
Securities  Exchange  Act  of  1934. 

Interested  persons  are  invited  to  sub¬ 
mit  written  data,  views  and  arguments 
concerning  the  foregoing.  Persons  desir¬ 
ing  to  make  ^ATitten  submissions  should 
file  6  copies  thereof  with  the  Secretary 
of  the  Commission,  Washington.  D.C., 
20549.  Copies  of  the  filing  with  respect 
to  the  foregoing  and  all  written  submis¬ 
sions  will  be  available  for  inspection  and 
copying  in  the  Public  Reference  Ro<Mn, 
1100  L  Street  NW.,  Washington,  D.C. 
Copies  of  such  filing  will  also  be  available 
for  inspection  and  copying  at  the  prin¬ 
cipal  office  of  the  above-men ti<med  self- 
regulatory  organization.  All  submissions 
should  refer  to  the  file  niunber  referenced 
in  the  caption  above  and  should  be  sub¬ 
mitted  on  or  before  April  14,  1977. 

For  the  C<«nmission  by  the  Division  of 
Market  Regulation  pursuant  to  dele¬ 
gated  authority. 

George  A.  Fitzsimmon, 

Secretary. 

March  14,  1977. 

[PTl  Doc.77-8877  Piled  3-23-77;8:45  am] 


[Release  No.  34-13375;  File  No.  SR-DTC-77-3I 

DEPOSITORY  TRUST  CO. 

Proposed  Rule  Changes  By  SeH-Regulatory 
Organization 

F*ursuant  to  Section  19(b)(1)  of  the 
Securities  Exchange  Act  of  1934,  15 
U.S.C.  78s (b)  (1),  as  amended  by  Pub.  L. 
No.  94-29,  16  (June  4,  1975),  notice  is 
hereby  given  that  on  March  7,  1977,  the 
above-mentioned  self -regulatory  organi¬ 
zation  filed  with  the  Securities  and  Ex¬ 
change  Commission  proposed  rule 
changes  as  follows: 

Text  of  Proposed  Rule  Changes 

The  Operating  Procedures  (Proce¬ 
dures)  of  The  Depository  Trust  Com¬ 
pany  ( DTC  •  which  define  DTC’s  fees  for 
seiwices  shall  be  amended  by  adding  the 
following  provision  at  the  end  thereof : 

No  clearing  agency  which  has  been 
granted  registration  as  a  clearing  agency 
by  the  Securities  and  Exchange  Commis¬ 
sion  pursuant  to  section  19(a)  of  the  Se¬ 
curities  Exchange  Act  of  1934  which  (i) 
acts  as  a  securities  depository  in  that  it 
holds  securities  in  custody  for  its  par¬ 
ticipants  and  completes  book-entry  de¬ 
liveries  of  securities  pursuant  to  the  in¬ 
structions  of  its  participants,  (ii)  is  or¬ 
ganized  under  state  law  as  a  trust  com¬ 
pany,  (iii)  does  not  seek  to  profit  from 
services  to  participants  and  (iv)  inter¬ 
faces  with  other  such  entities  for  the 
purpose  of  permitting  its  participants  to 
effect  book-entry  deliveries  of  securities 
to  participants  in  another  such  entity  (a 
“register^  securities  depository”)  shall 
be  obligated  to  pay  fees  for  DTC  services 
other  than  the  fees  designated  herein  for 
Withdrawals  by  Transfer,  Withdrawal  of 
Nominee  Certificates  and  PAST  Auto¬ 
mated  Security  Transfer,  provided,  how¬ 
ever.  that  such  registered  securities  de- 
positoiy  maintains  securities  in  custody 
for  DTC’s  account  and  charges  DTC  fees 
only  for  withdrawal  services  for  which 
DTC  charges  fees  to  it. 

Statement  of  Basis  and  Purpose 

The  basis  and  purpose  of  the  foregoing 
proposed  rule  change  is  as  follows: 

Rule  changes  like  that  proposed  have 
been  agreed  to  jointly  and  are  concur¬ 
rently  being  proposed  by  Midwest  Se¬ 
curities  Trust  Company  (MSTC),  and 
Pacific  Securities  Depository  Trust  Com¬ 
pany  (PSDTC),  which,  if  such  rule 
changes  become  effective,  will  be  regis¬ 
tered  securities  depositories  within  the 
meaning  of  DTC’s  prop>osed  rule  change. 
DTC.  MSTC  and  PSDTC  are  the  only 
trust  company  registered  clearing  agen¬ 
cies  w’hich  at  this  time  maintain  inter¬ 
faces  with  each  other,  although  DTC  an¬ 
ticipates  further  such  interfaces. 

The  purpose  of  the  proposed  rule 
change  is  to  establish  a  uniform  basis  for 
inter-depository  fees  within  a  national 
depository  system.  While  each  of  MSTC 
and  PSDTC  may  have  reservations  re¬ 
garding  these  rule  changes,  as  does  DTC. 
the  three  depositories  have  agreed  there¬ 
to  in  light  of  their  unique  relationship 
and  in  order  to  serve  that  purpose. 

DTC,  MSTC  and  PSEYTC  interface 
with  each  other  as  participants  in  each 
other’s  systems  whereby  each  system 
acts  as  a  custodian  for  the  other  svstem. 
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They  do  so  in  order  to  provide  a  national 
depository  system  for  the  benefit  of  their 
participants.  Such  interfaces,  for  ex¬ 
ample,  make  it  possible  for  a  participant 
in  one  depository  to  make  book-entry 
deliveries  of  securities  to  a  participant 
in  another  system,  thereby  r^ucing  the 
cost  and  improving  safety  in  the  settle¬ 
ment  of  participants’  transactions. 

Such  deliveries  between  participants  in 
different  systems  requires  that  each  sys¬ 
tem  record  the  transaction,  including 
records  of  the  other  depository’s  involve¬ 
ment,  and  require  clerical  action  by  each 
depository  subsequent  to  such  deliveries. 

Depositories  initiate  such  deliveries 
only  upon  instructions  of  their  partici¬ 
pants  but,  in  completing  such  instruc¬ 
tions,  may  be  required  to  pay  charges 
levied  by  the  other  depository  on  all  par¬ 
ticipants  in  that  depository.  Further¬ 
more,  as  a  consequence  of  such  deliveries, 
a  depository  may  have  to  pay  another 
depository’s  charges  for  custody  of  secu¬ 
rity  credited  to  its  account  and  for  with¬ 
drawing  securities  which  it  might  require 
at  its  location. 

While  experience  Indicates  that 
chargy  between  one  depository  and  an¬ 
other  tend  to  cancel  each  other  out,  they 
do  not  do  so  entirely  and  some  imbalance 
in  charges  may  nonetheless  exist.  While 
each  depository  should  be  free  to  estab¬ 
lish  appropriate  uniform  charges  to  its 
participants — chargy  which  may  ryult 
in  the  small  imbalance  in  inter-deposi¬ 
tory  chargy  mentioned  above — the 
policy  proposed  here  is  intended  virtu¬ 
ally  to  eliminate  thye  imbalances. 

Under  the  propased  rule  registered 
security  depositories  would  not  charge 
each  other  for  delivery,  custody,  or  usage 
servlcy.  Their  rypective  service  chargy 
would  be  applicable  only  to  withdrawals 
of  securities,  an  exception  designed  to 
encourage  a  minimum  of  such  with¬ 
drawals.  The  proposed  rule  doy  not  deal 
with  special  and  minor  fees  of  registered 
securltiy  depositoriy  which  may  be 
charged  to  each  other — normal  fees  for 
remote  terminaLs,  rejects  of  erroneous 
instructions,  forms,  and  special  re.search 
and  servicy  requyted. 

The  propyed  rule  change  relaty  to 
the  perfection  of  the  mechanism  of  a 
national  system  for  the  prompt  and  ac¬ 
curate  clearance  and  settlement  of  secu- 
ritiy  transaction. 

Comments  have  neither  been  received 
nor  solicited. 

While  it  may  be  perceived  that  the 
proposed  rule  change  constitutes  a 
burden  on  competition  because  partici¬ 
pants  in  DTC  other  than  registered  secu¬ 
rity  depositoriy  would  pay  fey  for  the 
servicy  for  which  registered  securltiy 
depositories  would  not  pay  fees,  any  such 
perception  would  be  based  upon  the 
existing  competition  between  such  par¬ 
ticipants  and  registered  securltiy  de- 
pyitoriy.  While  it  is  not  believed  that 
such  competition  exists  between  pryent 
participants  and  registered  securitiy  de¬ 
positoriy,  if  it  doy  exist  or  if  it  exists 
between  future  participants  and  regis¬ 
tered  securltiy  depositoriy,  any  burden 
on  such  cmnpetition  is  appropriate  in 
furtherance  of  the  finding  of  Cmigrey 


set  forth  in  section  17A.(a)  <!>  (D>  of  the 
Securitiy  Exchange  Act  of  1934  that: 

The  linking  of  all  clearance  and  settle¬ 
ment  faclUtlee  and  the  development  of  uni¬ 
form  standards  and  procedures  for  clearance 
and  settlement  will  reduce  unneceeeary  costs 
and  Increase  the  protection  of  Investors  and 
persons  facilitating  transactions  by  and  act¬ 
ing  on  behalf  of  Investors 

and  the  direction  to  tlie  Commission  in 
§  17A(a)  (2)  of  said  Act  that  it 

use  its  authority  under  this  title  to  faciUtate 
the  establishment  of  a  national  system  for 
the  prompt  and  accurate  clearance  and 
settlement  of  transactions  in  securities  *  *  ■ 
In  accordance  with  the  findings  and  to  carry 
out  the  objectives  set  forth  In  paragraph  ( 1  i 
of  the  subsection. 

On  or  before  April  28.  1977  or  within 
such  longer  period  (i)  as  the  Commission 
may  dyignate  up  to  90  days  of  such  date 
if  it  finds  such  longer  period  to  be  appro¬ 
priate  and  publishy  its  reasons  for  so 
finding  or  (ii)  as  to  which  the  above- 
mentioned  self-regulatory  organization 
consents,  the  Commission  will: 

(A)  by  order  approve  such  proposed  rule 
change,  or 

(B)  institute  proceedings  to  determine 
whether  the  proposed  rule  change  .'hould  be 
disapproved. 

Interested  persons  are  invited  to  sub¬ 
mit  written  data,  views  and  arguments 
concerning  the  foregoing.  Persons  de¬ 
siring  to  make  written  submission.^ 
should  file  6  coply  thereof  with  the 
Secretary  of  the  Commis.slon,  Securltiy 
and  Exchange  Commission.  Washington. 
D.C.  20549.  Ooply  of  the  filing  with  re¬ 
spect  to  the  foregoing  and  of  all  written 
submissions  will  be  available  for  inspec¬ 
tion  and  copying  in  the  Public  Reference 
Room  1100  L  Street  NW.,  Washington, 
D.C.  Copies  of  such  filing  will  also  be 
available  for  Inspection  and  copying  at 
the  principal  office  of  the  above-men¬ 
tion^  self- regulatory  organization.  All 
submissions  should  refer  to  the  file  num¬ 
ber  referenced  In  the  caption  above  and 
.should  be  submitted  on  or  before  April  14. 
1977. 

For  the  Commis.sion  by  the  Division  of 
Market  Regulation,  pursuant  to  dele¬ 
gated  authority. 

GFORCF  a  PITZ.SIMMONS. 

Secretary. 

March  15,  1977. 

I  PR  Doc.77  y76  Filed  3-23-77  8  45  am ) 

[Pile  Noe.  3-8100,  20~2040A2i] 

DIVERSIFIED  NATURAL  RESOURCES 
CORP. 

Exemption  From  Registration;  Hearing,  Etc. 

February  15,  1977. 

Diversified  Natural  Resource  Corpora¬ 
tion  having  filed  an  offering  sheet  on 
October  1.  1975  with  the  Securitiy  and 
Exchange  Commiylon  pursuant  to  Regu¬ 
lation  B  of  the  General  Ruly  and  Regu¬ 
lations  under  the  Securities  Act  of  1933, 
as  amended,  for  the  purpose  of  obtaining 
an  exemptkxi  from  registration  with  re¬ 
spect  to  a  proposed  public  tiering  of 
securltiy  as  specified  In  said  offering 
sheet;  and 


The-  CoQunission  having  reason  to  be¬ 
lieve,  after  filing  of  the  offering  shyt, 
that; 

(1)  No  exemption  is  available  for  this 
offering  imder  Regulation  B  because 
the  offering  sheet  used  in  the  of¬ 
fering  failed  to  comply  with  Ruly  330 

(a)  and  (b)  [17  CFR  230.330  (a)  and 

(b)  )  in  that  it  contained  untrue  state¬ 
ments  of  material  facts  and  omitted  to 
state  material  facts  necessary  in  order  to 
make  the  statements  made,  in  the  light 
of  the  circumstancy  under  which  they 
were  made,  not  mislyding,  including  but 
not  limited  to  the  following: 

(a)  The  offeror  represented  the  driUiiig 
operations  for  ga.s  and  Injection  welU  would 
commence  on  or  before  30  days  after  the  ex¬ 
piration  of  the  offering  sheet,  but  in  no  event 
later  than  60  days  after  the  expiration  of  the 
offering  sheet  (Item  27  of  Schedule  D) ,  when 
In  fact  no  drUllng  of  any  kind  was  ever  com¬ 
menced; 

(b)  The  offeror  represented  that  if  the 
viells  were  not  drilled,  funds  woulo  be  re¬ 
funded  to  investors  within  60  days  alter  Uie 
expiration  of  the  offering  (Item  34  of  Sched¬ 
ule  D),  when  in  fact  no  funds  were  ever 
reiunded  to  Investors; 

(c)  The  offeror  stated  the  estimated  cost 
of  drilling,  completing  and  placing  the  wells 
upon  production  to  be  $164,300,  (Item  30. 
Si'hedule  D),  when  In  fact  the  offeror  had 
already  completed  an  offering  on  a  contigu¬ 
ous  tract  for  drilling  of  an  Identical  seriee 
of  wells  which  offering  had  raised  approxi¬ 
mately  the  same  amount  of  proceeds  and 
which  amount  had  been  found  insuificjent 
by  Uie  offeror  to  complete  the  first  wells  on 
such  contiguous  tract: 

(d)  The  offeror  had  represented  In  the 
offering  sheet  that  the  Interests  being  ol- 
fered  related  to  the  tract  described  in  the 
offering  sheet  and  the  wells  to  be  drilled 
thereon  (Item  3,  Schedule  D),  when  a  fact 
proceeds  In  the  amount  of  approximately 
$2v>,000  from  Interests  sold  In  this  offering 
were  utilized  In  drilling  operations  of  the 
previous  offering;  and 

le)  The  offering  slieet  in  this  offering 
stated  that  with  respect  to  the  previous  otter¬ 
ing  a  well  had  been  drilled  to  1,666  feet  and 
was  In  the  process  of  completion  as  a  gas 
producer  (Items  23  and  24.  Schedule  D) 
when  in  fact  activity  had  ceased  with  respect 
to  operations  under  the  previous  offering 
l)ecaiise  of  In-sufficiency  of  funds. 

<2)  The  offering  was  made  in  viola¬ 
tion  of  the  anti-fraud  provisions  of  Sec¬ 
tion  17ia)  of  the  Securitiy  Act  of  1933 
and  Section  10<b)  of  the  Securities  Ex¬ 
change  Act  of  1934,  and  Rule  lOb-5 
thereunder.  In  that  the  offeror,  while 
engaged  in  the  offer  and  sale  of  the  inter- 
yts,  dirytly  and  indirectly  made  use 
of  the  myns  and  instruments  of  trans¬ 
portation  and  commimicatlon  in  inter¬ 
state  commerce,  and  of  the  myns  and 
instrumentalitiy  of  Interstate  commerce, 
and  in  such  connytlon  made  to  prospec¬ 
tive  invytors  and  purchasers  untrue 
statements  of  material  facts  and  omitted 
to  state  material  facts  necessary  to  make 
the  statements  made,  in  light  of  the  cir¬ 
cumstancy  under  which  they  were  made, 
not  misleading,  including  but  not  limited 
to  the  f (lowing; 

(a)  The  offeror  represented  the  drlUuig 
operations  for  gas  and  Injection  wells  would 
commence  on  or  before  30  days  after  the 
expiration  ot  the  offering  sheet,  but  In  no 
event  later  than  60  days  after  the  expira¬ 
tion  ot  the  offering  sheet  (Item  27  of  SebM- 
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ule  D),  when  In  fact  no  drilling  of  ahy  kind 
was  ever  otnnmenced; 

(b)  The  offeror  represented  that  If  the 
wells  were  not  drilled,  funds  would  be  re> 
funded  to  Inveetma  within  60  days  after  the 
expiration  of  the  offering  (Item  34  of  Sched¬ 
ule  D),  when  in  fact  no  funds  were  ever 
refunded  to  investors; 

(c)  The  offeror  stated  the  estimated  cost 
of  drilling,  completing  and  placing  the  wells 
upon  production  to  be  $164,300  (Item  30, 
Schedule  D) ,  when  in  fact  offers  had  already 
completed  an  offering  on  a  contiguous  tract 
for  drilling  an  identical  series  of  wells 
which  offering  had  raised  i4>proxlmately  the 
•same  amount  of  proceeds  and  which  amount 
had  been  found  insufficient  by  the  offeror 
to  complete  the  first  wells  on  such  contigu¬ 
ous  tract: 

(d)  The  offeror  had  represented  In  the 
offering  sheet  that  the  interests  being  offered 
related  to  the  tract  described  in  the  offering 
sheet  and  the  wells  to  be  drilled  thereon 
(Item  3,  Schedule  D),  when  In  fact  proceeds 
in  the  amount  of  aproxlmately  $25,()<X>  from 
interests  sold  In  this  offering  were  utilized 
in  drilling  operations  of  the  previous  offer¬ 
ing:  and 

(e)  llie  offering  sheet  in  this  offering 
stated  that  with  respect  to  the  previous  offer¬ 
ing  a  well  had  been  drilled  to  1,666  feet  and 
was  in  the  process  of  con4>letion  as  a  gas 
producer  (Items  23  and  34,  Schedule  D)  when 
in  fact  activity  had  ceased  with  respect  to 
oeratlons  under  the  previous  offering  because 
of  insufficiency  of  funds. 

(3)  No  exemption  is  available  for  this 
offer  under  Regulation  B  because  the 
offeror  failed  to  comply  with  Rule  316 

(a)  117  CFR  230.316(a)  1  in  that  the  re¬ 
quired  Form  1-G  was  not  and  has  not 
been  filed  with  the  Commission. 

(4)  No  exemption  is  available  for  this 
offering  under  Regulation  B  because  the 
offeror  failed  to  comply  with  Rule  316 

(b)  117  CFR  230.316(b)  1  in  that  the  re¬ 
quired  Form  3-G  was  not  and  has  not 
been  filed  with  the  Commission. 

It  is  ordered,  pursuant  to  Rule  334(a) 
of  the  Gteneral  Rules  and  Regulations 
promulgated  by  the  Commission  imder 
the  Securities  Act  of  1933,  as  amended, 
That  the  exemption  available  pursuant 
to  Regulation  B  imder  Section  3(b)  qt 
said  Act  with  respect  to  said  offering 
sheet  be,  and  hereby  is,  temporarily  sus¬ 
pended  pending  a  final  hearing  thereon 
with  respect  to  the  objections  herein¬ 
before  enumerated. 

It  is  further  ordered.  That  each  per- 
scm,  on  whose  behalf  said  offering  sheet 
was  filed,  be,  and  hereby  is,  given  notice 
that  each  such  person  is  entitled  to  a 
hearing  before  the  Ccanmission,  or  an 
ofl&cer  or  officers  of,  and  designated  by. 
the  Commission,  for  the  purpose  of  de¬ 
termining  such  matters;  that  upon  re¬ 
ceipt  of  a  written  request  from  such  a 
person  w’ithin  thirty  days  after  the  date 
of  this  order  the  Commission  will,  for 
the  purpKxse  of  determining  such  matters, 
set  the  matter  for  hearing  at  a  place  to 
be  designated  by  the  Commission,  within 
thirty  days  after  receipt  of  such  request: 
and  that  notice  of  the  time  and  place 
of  such  hearing  will  thereupon  be 
promptly  given  by  the  Commission. 

Notice  is  directed  to  Rule  336(b)  which 
provides  that  if  no  hearing  is  requested 
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and  none  is  ordered  by  the  Commission, 
the  order  shall  become  permanMit  wi  the 
thirtieth  day  after  its  entry  and  shall 
remain  in  effect  unless  ch*  until  it  is  modi¬ 
fied  or  vacated  by  the  Commission. 

It  is  further  ordered,  pursuant  to  Rule 
7  of  the  Commission’s  rules  of  Practice, 
that  if  such  a  person  does  request  a  hear¬ 
ing  pursuant  to  Rule  336  of  Regulation  B 
that  such  person  shall  file  an  answer  to 
the  allegations  contained  in  this  order 
within  15  days  of  requesting  such  a  hear¬ 
ing. 

Notice  is  directed  to  Rule  7(c)  of  the 
Commission’s  Rules  of  Practice  which 
provides  that  any  allegation  not  denied 
shall  be  deemed  to  be-  admitted. 

By  the  Commission. 

George  A.  Fitzsimhons, 

Secretarg. 

(ra  Doc.77-8861  Piled  3-23-77:8:46  amj 

(FUe  No.  500-11] 

EUROPA  GROUP,  INC. 
Suspension  of  Trading 

March  16,  1977. 

It  appearing  to  the  Securities  and  Ex¬ 
change  Commission  that  the  summary 
suspension  of  trading  in  the  securities  of 
Eun^  Group,  Inc.  being  traded  on  a 
national  securities  exchange  or  otherwise 
is  required  in  the  public  interest  and  for 
the  protection  of  Investors; 

Therefore,  pursuant  to  Section  12 (k) 
of  the  Securities  Exchange  Act  of  1934, 
trading  in  such  securities  on  a  national 
securities  exchange  or  otherwise  is  sus¬ 
pended,  for  the  period’  frmn  9:00  ajn. 
(EST)  on  March  16, 1977  through  March 
25.  1977. 

By  the  Commission. 

George  A.  Fitzsimmons, 

Secretary. 

[PR  Doc.77-8862  Plied  3-23-77;8:48  anK] 


[Pile  No.  800-11 

FAY'S  DRUG  COMPANY,  INC. 

Suspension  of  Trading 

March  15, 1977. 

It  appearing  to  the  Securities  and  Ex¬ 
change  Commission  that  the  summary 
suspension  of  trading  in  the  securities 
of  Fay’s  Drug  Company,  Inc.  being 
traded  on  a  national  securities  exchange 
or  otherwise  is  required  in  the  public 
interest  and  for  the  protection  of  in¬ 
vestors; 

Therefore,  pursuant  to  Section  12(k) 
of  the  Securities  Exchange  Act  of  1934, 
trading  in  such  securities  on  a  national 
securities  exchange  or  otherwise  is  sus¬ 
pended,  for  the  period  from  9:00  a.m. 
(EST)  on  March  15,  1977  through 
March  24, 1977. 

George  A.  Fitzsimmons, 
Secretary. 

[PR  Doc.77-8863  PUed  3-23-77:8:48  am] 


[Release  No.  9680:  812-4048] 

G.  T.  PACIFIC  FUND,  INC. 

Application  for  Exemption 

March  17, 1977. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  G.  T.  Pa¬ 
cific  Fund,  Inc.  (“Applicant”) ,  555  Cali¬ 
fornia  Street,  Suite  2840.  San  Francisco, 
California  94104,  registered  under  the 
Investment  Company  Act  of  1940  (the 
“Act”)  as  an  open-end,  diversified  man¬ 
agement  investment  company,  filed  an 
application  on  October  29.  1976,  for  an 
order  of  the  Commission  (1)  pursuant 
to  Section  6(c)  of  the  Act,  exempting 
Applicant  from  certain  provisions  of  Rule 
22C-1  thereunder,  to  permit  Applicant  to 
calculate  the  net  asset  value  of  its  shares 
as  of  the  close  of  trading  on  the  Tokyo 
Stock  Exchange  (“TSE”)  next  occurring 
after  the  close  of  trading  on  the  New 
York  Stock  Exchange  (“NYSE”)  and  (2) 
pursuant  to  Section  22(e)  (3)  of  the  Act, 
permitting  Applicant  to  suspend  the 
right  of  redemption  and  postpone  the 
date  of  payment  or  satisfaction  upon  re¬ 
demption  for  more  than  seven  days  dur¬ 
ing  periods  when  (a)  the  TSE  is  closed, 
for  other  than  customary  weekend  or 
holiday  closings,  or  (b)  trading  thereon 
is  restricted.  Amendments  to  said  appli¬ 
cation  were  filed  on  November  23,  1976, 
December  9,  1976,  and  January  7,  1977. 
All  interested  persons  are  referred  to  the 
application  on  file  with  the  Commission 
for  a  statement  of  the  representations 
contained  therein,  which  are  summarised 
below. 

Applicant  states  that  its  primary  .in¬ 
vestment  objective  is  to  seek  long-term 
capital  appreciation  primarily  through 
investment  in  equity  securities  of  Jap¬ 
anese  corporations.  It  also  states  that 
under  normal  conditions  it  expects  that 
at  least  80  percent  of  its  assets  will  be 
invested  in  equity  securities  of  Japanese 
issuers  and  that  it  expects  that  at 
least  90  percent  of  such  securities , 
will  be  purchased  in  the  Japanese  * 
securities  markets.  According  to  the  ap¬ 
plication,  these  Japanese  securities  will, 
in  most  instances,  be  listed  on  one  or 
more  stock  exchanges  in  Japan -(primar¬ 
ily.  the  TSE) . 

Rule  22c-l 

Rule  22C-1  adopted  under  the  Act  pro¬ 
vides,  in  part,  that  no  registered  invest¬ 
ment  company  issuing  redeemable  secu¬ 
rities,  nor  a  principal  underwriter  of,  or 
dealer  in,  such  securities,  shall  sell,  re¬ 
deem,  or  repurchase  such  securities  ex¬ 
cept  at  a  price  based  upon  the  current 
net  asset  value  which  is  next  computed 
after  receipt  of  a  tender  of  any  such 
security  for  redemption  or  of  an  order 
to  purchase  or  sell  such  security.  The 
Rule  requires  that  such  competition  be 
made  not  less  frequently  than  once  daily 
as  of  the  time  of  the  close  of  trading  on 
the  NYSE. 

Applicant  asserts  that  one  purpose  of 
Rule  22c-l  is  to  eliminate  or  reduce  as 
far  as  is  reasonably  practicable  any  dilu¬ 
tion  of  the  value  of  outstanding  redeem- 
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able  securities  of  registered  Investment 
companies  that  could  result  from  (1) 
the  sale  of  such  securities  at  a  price  be¬ 
low  their  net  asset  value  or  (2)  the  re¬ 
demption  or  repurchase  of  such  seciul- 
ties  at  a  price  above  their  net  asset  value. 
According  to  the  application,  such  dilu¬ 
tion  could  occur  through  the  practice  of 
selling  and  redeeming  securities  at  a 
price  based  upon  a  previously  established 
net  asset  value  (“backward  pricing’’) 
and  such  pricing  would  permit  speciila- 
tive  trading  whereby  an  investor  could 
take  advantage  of  an  upswing  in  the 
market  and  an  accompanying  increase 
in  the  net  asset  value  of  investment  com¬ 
pany*  shares  by  purchasing  such  shares 
at  a'  price  which  did  not  reflect  the 
increase. 

As  described  above.  Applicant  repre¬ 
sents  that  it  will  be  substantially  invested 
In  Japanese  securities,  purcha^  in  the 
Japanese  markets.  Applicant  states  that 
because  Tokyo  time  is  14  hours  ahead  of 
Eastern  Standard  ’Time  ("EST’’),  if  it 
were  to  comply  with  the  requirements  of 
Rule  22c-l  and  determine  its  net  asset 
value  as  of  the  close  of  trading  on  the 
NYSE,  a  form  of  pricing  might  result 
which  would  be  analogous  to  backward 
pricing.  According  to  the  application,  as 
of  the  close  of  the  NYSE  (4  p.m.  EST 
or  6  am.  the  next  day  in  Tokyo)  the  most 
current  quotations  for  portfolio  securities 
traded  on  the  TSE  would  be  the  prices 
prevailing  as  of  the  previous  close  of  the 
’TSE  (1  a.m.  EST)  which  took  place  prior 
to  the  opening  of  business  in  New  York. 

To  enable  it  to  price  its  shares  in  a 
manner  consistent  with  the  principles 
of  Rule  22C-1,  Applicant  proposes  to  de¬ 
termine  its  net  asset  value  as  of  the  time 
of  the  close  of  trading  on  the  ’TSE  which 
next  occurs  after  the  close  of  trading  on 
the  NYSE.  Applicant,  therefore,  seeks  an 
order  of  the  CTotnmisslon  pursuant  to 
Section  6(c)  of  the  Act.  exempting  it 
from  the  provisions  of  Rule  22c-l  to 
enable  it  to  price  in  this  manner.  In  this 
regard.  Applicant  has  undertaken  that 
if  at  any  time  subsequent  to  three  months 
after  its  initial  public  offering  less  than 
50  percent  of  the  value  of  its  portfolio 
securities  consists  of  securities  of  Japa¬ 
nese  issuers  purchased  in  Japan,  it  would 
price  its  shares  in  accordance  with  the 
provisions  of  Rule  22c-l.as  then  in  effect, 
and  would  promptly  notify  the  Commis¬ 
sion  of  such  change.  Applicant  asserts 
that  the  Initial  three  month  exception 
from  this  requirement  is  necessary  be¬ 
cause  some  period  of  time  may  elapse 
before  the  proceeds  of  its  initial  offering 
are  fully  invested,  and  it  states  that,  dur¬ 
ing  such  period,  a  large  portion  of  the 
proceeds  may  be  invested  in  money  mar¬ 
ket  instruments.  Applicant  states  further 
that,  in  connecti(m  with  the  determina¬ 
tion  of  net  asset  value,  any  assets  or 
liabilities  initially  expressed  in  terms  of 
Japanese  yen  would  be  translated  into 
United  States  dollars  at  the  yen-doUar 
foreign  exchange  rate  in  effect  as  of  the 
(menlng  of  the  UR.  foreign  exchange 
market  the  morning  following  valuation. 

Applicant,  which  has  its  principal  ex¬ 
ecutive  offices  in  San  Francisco,  states 
that  It  win  accept  orders  to  purchase 


and  redeem  its  shares  on  a  Monday 
through  Friday  basis,  except  holidays, 
and  that  such  orders  received  before 
4  pm.  Pacific  Standard  ’Time  (“PST”) 
will  be  effected  at  net  asset  value  per 
share  determined  as  of  the  close  of  triui- 
Ing  on  the  TSE  which  next  occurs  fol¬ 
lowing  the  (dose  of  the  NYSE  on  the  day 
su<di  order  is  received.  If  at  any  time 
more  than  20  percent  of  the  value  of  its 
portfolio  societies  (excluding  money 
market  instruments  of  the  tjrpe  gener¬ 
ally  traded  in  the  western  U.S.  markets) 
are  securities  of  U.S.  issuers,  Applicant 
has  xmdertaken  to  close  its  order  books 
at  1  p.m.  PST,  the  time  of  the  close  of 
trading  on  the  NYSE,  and  has  stated  that 
under  such  circumstances  orders  re¬ 
ceived  after  1  p.m.  PST  would  be  priced 
with  the  next  day’s  orders. 

Applicant  states  that  the  TSE  is  open 
Monday  through  Saturday,  except  the 
third  Saturday  of  each  month  and  that 
the  TSE  is  closed  for  certain  Japanese 
holidays,  including  a  period  of  two  to 
five  business  days  at  year-end,  an  observ¬ 
ance  relating  to  the  Japanese  celebration 
of  the  New  Year.  Applicant  states  that 
during  the  yearend  close  of  the  ’TSE  it 
will,  within  the  framework  of  its  normal 
Monday-Prlday  business  week,  establish 
a  net  asset  value  for  its  shares  and  that 
for  the  purpose  of  computing  net  asset 
value  during  such  period,  portfolio  se¬ 
curities  for  which  current  market  quota¬ 
tions  are  not  readily  available  shall  be 
valued  at  fair  value  as  determined  in 
g<XKl  faith  by  Applicant’s  board  of  direc¬ 
tors.  Moreover,  for  purposes  of  mlcing 
shares  for  sales,  redemptions,  and  repur¬ 
chases,  Applicant  has  undertaken  to  seg¬ 
regate  mall  received  by  it  on  any  day 
when  it  is  closed  for  business  (e.g.  Sat¬ 
urdays  and  any  holidays  on  which  Ap¬ 
plicant  is  closed  but  U.S.  mall  is  deliv¬ 
ered)  so  that  any  orders  received  may 
be  effected  as  of  the  close  of  trading  on 
the  TSE  which  next  occma. 

Section  22(e) (3) 

Section  22(e)(1)  of  the  Act  provides. 
genersJly,  that  a  registered  investment 
company  may  not  suspend  the  right  of 
redemptliHi  or  postpone  the  date  of  pay¬ 
ment  or  satisfaction  up<m  redemption  of 
any  redeemable  security  in  accordance 
with  its  terms  for  more  than  seven  days 
except  for  any  period  during  which  the 
NYSE  is  closed  other  than  customary 
weekend  and  holiday  closings,  or  during 
which  trading  on  the  NYSE  is  restricted. 
Applicant  asserts  that  this  provision  is 
designed  to  permit  an  Investment  com¬ 
pany  to  suspend  redemptions  when  the 
Uciuidity  of  its  portfolio  securities  is  so 
impaired  that  to  sdlow  redemptions 
would  be  to  the  detriment  of  share¬ 
holders. 

Section  22(e)  (3)  of  the  Act  provides 
that  the  Commission  may  by  order  per¬ 
mit.  for  the  protection  of  security  hold¬ 
ers,  a  registered  investment  ccHnpany  to 
suspend  the  right  of  redemption  or  post¬ 
pone  the  date  of  payment  or  satisfaction 
upon  redemption  of  any  redeemable  se¬ 
curity  for  periods  other  than  those  pre¬ 
scribed  in  Sections  22(e)(1)  and  22(e) 
(2).  Applicant  submits  that  the  order  it 


has  requested  pursuant  to  Section  22(e) 
(3)  is  for  the  protecticm  of  its  share¬ 
holders. 

Notice  is  further  given  that  any  inter¬ 
ested  person  may.  not  later  than  April  11. 
1977,  at  5:30  pjn..  submit  to  the  CTommis- 
sicm  in  writing  a  request  for  a  hearing 
on  the  matter  accompanied  by  a  state¬ 
ment  as  to  the  nature  of  his  interest,  the 
reason  for  such  request,  and  the  issues,  if 
any.  of  fact  or  law  proposed  to  be  con¬ 
troverted.  or  he  may  request  that  he  be 
notified  if  the  Commission  shall  order 
a  hearing  therecm.  Any  such  communi¬ 
cation  should  be  addressed:  Secretar>', 
Securities  and  Ebcchange  CommLssicm. 
Washington.  D.C.  20549.  A  copy  of  such 
request  shall  be  served  personally  or  by 
mail  upon  Applicant  at  the  address  set 
forth  above.  Proof  of  such  service  (by 
affidavit  or.  in  the  case  of  an  attorney 
at  law,  by  certificate)  shall  be  filed  c<m- 
temporaneously  with  the  request.  As  pro¬ 
vided  by  Rule  0-5  of  the  Rides  and  Reg¬ 
ulations  promulgated  under  the  Act,  an 
order  disposing  of  the  application  will  be 
issued  as  of  course  following  said  date 
imless  the  Commlssiim  thereafter  orders 
a  hearing  up(m  request  or  upon  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  own  motion.  Persons  who  re¬ 
quest  a  hearing  or  advice  as  to  whether 
a  hearing  is  ordered  will  receive  any  no¬ 
tices  and  orders  issued  in  this  matter,  in¬ 
cluding  the  date  of  the  hearing  (if  or¬ 
dered  and  any  postponrafients  thereof. 

By  the  Cixnmisslcm. 

George  A.  Fitzsiumons, 
Secretary. 

|FR  Doc.77-8864  Piled  8-23-77; 8  46  ami 


(Rel.  No.  9670:  812-3786) 

HUNTOON.  PAIGE  HOLDING  CORP. 

Application  for  Exemption 

March  17.  1977. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  an  applica¬ 
tion  was  filed  on  March  25,  1975,  and 
amendments  thereto  on  November  10. 

1975,  May  23,  1976,  and  September  13, 

1976,  by  the  following  persons:  Associa¬ 
tion  for  Investment  in  United  States 
Guaranteed  Assets,  Inc.  (“USGA’’),  a 
face-amount  certificate  company  res¬ 
tored  under  the  Investment  Company 
Act  of  1940  (the  “Act’’) ;  HuntcxHi,  Paige 
k  Co.,  Inc.  (“HP”),  a  broker-dealer  of 
mortgages  and  GNMA  certificates;  Hun- 
toon,  Paige  Securities  Corporation 
(“Securities”),  a  GNMA  certificate 
dealer  and  specialist  in  odd-lot  GNMA 
certificate  transactions;  United  First 
Mortgage  Corporation  (“Mortco”)  a 
mortgage  banker;  and  Huntoon,  Paige 
Holding  Corporation  (“Holding”),  44 
Wall  Street,  New  Yoric,  New  York  10005, 
the  parent  of  all  of  the  above  companies 
(USGA,  HP,  Securities,  Mortco  and 
Holding  are  collectively  referred  to  as 
“Applicants”).  The  application  requests 
an  order  of  the  Commission,  pursuant  to 
Section  6(c)  of  the  Act,  exempting  cer¬ 
tain  loans  that  USGA  proposes  to  make 
to  the  other  Applicants  fnun  the  pro¬ 
visions  of  Sections  17(a)  and  17(d)  of 
the  Act  and  Rule  17d-l  thereunder,  and 
an  (mler,  pursuant  to  Section  28<a)  of 
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the  Act.  authorizing  such  loans  as  quali¬ 
fied  investments  for  a  face-amount  certi¬ 
ficate  company  and  permitting  such 
loans  to  be  valued  at  cost.  All  interested 
persons  are  referred  to  the  application  on 
file  with  the  Commission  for  a  statement 
of  the  representations  contained  therein, 
which  are  summarized  below. 

USGA  was  organized  and  is  wholly- 
owned  by  Holding.  USGA  is  register^ 
under  the  Act  as  a  face-amount  certi¬ 
ficate  company  and  has  issued  certifioates 
in  the  total  face-amoimt  of  $38,345,000. 

HP,  a  whollv-owTied  subsidiary  of 
Holding,  is  a  dealer  in  GNMA  certificates 
and  a  mortgage  broker  that  specializes 
in  the  sale  of  FHA-insured  and  VA- 
guaranteed  mortgage  loans  in  the  insti¬ 
tutional  secondary  market.  HP  obtains 
mortgage  loan  offerings  from  banks  and 
mortgage  bankers  and  sells  them  to  sav¬ 
ings  and  loan  associations,  savings  banks, 
commercial  banks,  insurance  companies 
and  pension  funds. 

Securities,  a  wholly-owned  subsidiary 
of  Holding,  is  registered  as  a  broker- 
dealer  under  the  Securities  Exchange 
Act  of  1934  and  is  a  me/nber  of  the 
NASD.  Securities  also  owms  a  seat  on 
the  PBW  Stock  Exchange  and  is  a  mem¬ 
ber  of  the  Pacific  Coast  Exchange  and 
The  Chicago  Board  of  Trade.  Securities 
is  a  dealer  in  GNMA  certificates  and 
maintains  a  specialist  book  in  odd -lot 
GNMA  certificate  transactions. 

HP  and  Securities  maintain  inven¬ 
tories  of  GNMA  certificates  and  seek 
permission  to  borrow  from  USGA  on  the 
security  of  their  GNMA  inventories. 

Mortco,  another  subsidiary  of  Hold¬ 
ing,  is  an  FHA-approved  mortgagee  and 
services,  for  a  standard  fee,  GNMA  pools 
totaling  $186,206,953  in  principal  bal¬ 
ances  as  of  March  31,  1976.  Mortco  serv¬ 
ices  other  loans  with  principal  balances 
totaling  $175,946,028  as  of  March  31, 
1976,  for  52  institutional  investors. 
Mortco  also  originates  mortgages  and 
engages  in  tlie  other  customary  activities 
of  a  moi’tgage  banker.  Mortco  seeks  per¬ 
mission  to  borrow  from  USGA  on  the 
security  of  FHA-insured  and  VA-guar- 
anteed  mortgages  or  GNMA  certificates. 

Holding  is  the  parent  of.  and  exercises 
control  over,  USGA,  HP,  Securities,  and 
Mortco.  Section  2(a)  (3)  of  the  Act,  in 
pertinent  part,  defines  an  affiliated  per¬ 
son  of  another  person  to  mean'  any  per¬ 
son  directly  or  indirectly  controlling, 
controlled  by,  or  under  common  control 
with  such  other  person. 

USGA  wishes  to  act  as  a  warehousing 
bank  for  its  affihates  by  loaning  its  as¬ 
sets.  at  the  prime  interest  rate,  to  Mort¬ 
co.  HP,  or  Securities.  Such  loans  will  be 
fully  secured  by  FHA-insured  and  VA- 
guaranteed  mortgages  or  GNMA  certif¬ 
icates. 

Specifically,  Mortco  will  commit  to 
sell,  and  a  dealer  (which,  in  some  in¬ 
stances.  may  be  HP  or  Securities)  or  a 
third  party  permanent  investor  will  com¬ 
mit  to  buy  GNMA  certificates.  FHA- 
insured  mortgages,  w  VA-guaranteed 
mortgages.  These  mortgages  or  GNMA’s 
will  be  created  by  Mortco  with  loans 
from  USGA.  The  mortgages  or  GNMA’s 
will  be  assigned  to  USGA  in  blank  as  col¬ 


lateral  for  the  loan.  One  the  delivery  of 
the  mortgages  or  GNMA’s  to  the  dealer 
or  permanent  investor  under  the  com¬ 
mitment,  USGA  will  receive  the  proceeds 
of  the  sale  to  satisfy  its  loan. 

To  the  extent  that  Mortco  does  not 
use  USGA,  HP  or  Securities  will  do  so 
by  borrowing  from  USGA  on  the  security 
of  their  GNMA  inventory.  It  is  antici¬ 
pated  that  USGA  will  use  Mortco  as  the 
primary  source  of  investment.  USGA’s 
affiliates  will  produce  current  loan  in¬ 
vestments  in  an  amount  sufficient  to 
keep  USGA  fully  invested.  The  affiliates 
agree  to  repay  any  and  all  such  loans  on 
demand  by  USGA  and  agree  to  support 
this  obligation  with  warehouse  lines  of 
credit  at  major  commercial  banks. 

The  terms  and  conditions  of  such  loans 
with  respect  to  the  term  of  the  loan  and 
maintenance  of  collateral  will  be  no  more 
favorable  to  USGA’s  affiliates  than  the 
terms  of  loan  commitments  made  to 
such  affiliates  by  their  lending  institu¬ 
tions,  and  will  be  modified  by  USGA 
from  time  to  time,  if  required,  to  reflect 
any  changes  in  current  terms  and  condi¬ 
tions  of  the  laws  made  to  such  affiliates 
by  their  lending  institutions. 

As  interest  on  the  loan,  USGA  will 
receive  the  prime  rate.  The  prime  rate 
will  be  determined  by  reference  to  the 
average  prime  rate  charged  by  the  fol¬ 
lowing  banks:  'The  Bank  of  America, 
Security  Pacific  National  Bank,  First 
National  City  Bank  and  The  Morgan 
Guaranty  Trust  Company.  The  prime 
rate  will  be  calculated  on  the  last  busi¬ 
ness  day  of  the  month  and  will  be  ap¬ 
plied  retroactively  for  the  month. 

The  current  investment  policy  of 
USGA  is  to  maintain  a  portfolio  which 
consists  of  approximately  75  percent 
GNMA  certificates  and  25  percent  short¬ 
term  U.S.  Treasury  bills.  As  of  October 
28,  1976,  the  yield  on  GNMA  certificates 
was  approximately  8  percent  and  the 
yield  on  short  term  U.S.  Treasury  bills 
was  approximately  5  percent.  At  such 
rates.  USGA’s  combined  yield  was  ap¬ 
proximately  7)4  percent. 

The  prime  rate,  as  of  October  28, 
1976,  was  6^4  percent.  If  the  requested 
exemption  order  were  granted  and  im¬ 
plemented  at  the  current  prime  rate, 
USGA’s  yield  would  be  reduced.  During 
1973  and  1974,  however,  an  implementa¬ 
tion  of  tlie  requested  exemption  order 
would  have  produced  the  opposite  result 
because  during  that  period  the  prime 
rate  exceeded  the  then  current  yields  on 
GNMA  certificates  and  short  term  U  S. 
'Treasury  bills. 

Applicants  assert  tliat  implementa¬ 
tion  of  the  requested  order  of  exemp¬ 
tion.  however,  will  benefit  USGA  by  per¬ 
mitting  it  to  eliminate  the  risk  of  de¬ 
preciation  in  value  of  its  underlying 
assets  associated  with  investment  in 
long-term  debt  securities,  i.e.,  mort¬ 
gages,  while  at  the  same  time,  allowing 
USGA  to  earn  a  more  favorable  rate  of 
return  (the  prime  rate)  than  it  could 
earn  as  a  normal  institutional  investor 
in  short-term  debt  instruments  such  as 
certificates  of  deposit  or  U.S.  Treasury 
bills. 


Section  17(a)(3)  of  the  Act,  in  perti¬ 
nent  part,  prohibits  an  affiliated  person, 
or  promoter  of,  or  principal  underwTiter 
for,  a  registered  investment  company,  or 
any  affiliated  person  of  such  a  person, 
promoter,  or  principal  underwriter,  act¬ 
ing  as  principal,  from  borrowing  money 
or  other  property  from  such  registered 
company.  Section  17(b)  of  the  Act  pro¬ 
vides  that  the  Commissicm  may  exempt 
a  proposed  transaction  from  the  provi¬ 
sions  of  Section  17(a)  if  the  evidence 
establishes  that  the  terms  of  the  pro¬ 
posed  transaction,  including  the  consid¬ 
eration  to  be  paid  or  received,  are  rea¬ 
sonable  and  fair  and  do  not  involve 
overreaching  on  the  part  of  any  person 
concerned  and  that  the  proposed  trans¬ 
action  is  consistent  with  the  policy  of  the 
registered  investment  company  and  the 
purposes  of  the  Act. 

Section  17(d)  of  the  Act  and  Rule 
17d-l  thereunder,  in  pertinent  part, 
prohibit  an  affiliated  person  of,  or  prin¬ 
cipal  underwriter  for,  a  registered 
investment  company,  or  an  affiliated  per¬ 
son  of  such  a  person  or  principal  under¬ 
writer,  acting  as  principal,  from  partici¬ 
pating  in,  or  effecting  any  transaction 
in  connection  with,  any  joint  enterprise 
or  other  joint  arrangement  or  profit- 
sharing  plan  in  which  such  registered 
company  is  a  participant  imless  an  ap¬ 
plication  regarding  such  joint  enter¬ 
prise.  arrangement  or  profit-sharing 
plan  has  been  filed  with  the  Commission 
and  has  been  granted  by. an  order.  In 
passing  upon  such  applications,  the 
Commission  will  consider  whether  the 
participation  of  such  registered  com¬ 
pany  in  such  joint  enterprise,  joint  ar¬ 
rangement  or  profit  sharing  plan  on  the 
basis  proposed  is  consistent  with  the 
provisions,  poUcies  and  purposes  of  the 
Act  and  the  extent  to  which  such  partic¬ 
ipation  is  on  a  basis  different  from  or 
less  advantageous  than  that  of  other 
participants. 

Section  28<b)  of  the  Act.  in  pertinent 
part,  makes  it  unlawful  for  a  registered 
face-amount  certificate  company  to  is¬ 
sue  or  sell  any  face-amount  certificate. 
oV  to  collect  or  accept  any  payment  on 
any  such  certificate,  unless  such  com¬ 
pany  has  sufficient  reserves  as  computed 
in  Section  28(a)  in  cash  or  invested  in 
qualified  investments.  Qualified  invest¬ 
ments  are  defined  to  mean  investments 
of  a  kind  life  insurance  companies  are 
permitted  to  invest  in  or  hold  under  the 
provisions  of  the  Code  of  the  Elistrict  of 
Columbia,  and  such  other  Investments 
as  the  Commission  shall  by  rule,  regula¬ 
tion,  or  order  authorize  as  qualified  in¬ 
vestments.  Qualified  investments  are 
valued  in  accordance  with  the  Code 
where  such  provisions  are  applicable. 
Other  qualified  investments  shall  be 
valued  in  accordance  with  such  rules, 
regulations,  or  orders  as  the  Commission 
shall  prescribe  for  the  protection  of  in¬ 
vestors.  Loans  are  not  qualified  invest¬ 
ments  under  the  Code/>f  the  District  of 
Columbia. 

Section  6(c)  of  the  Act,  in  pertinent 
part,  provides  that  the  Commission,  by 
order  upon  application,  may  condition¬ 
ally  or  unconditionally  exempt  any  per- 
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ton.  security,  or  transaction,  or  any  class 
or  classes  of  persons,  securities,  or  trans¬ 
actions,  from  any  provision,  or  provi¬ 
sions  of  the  Act  or  any  rule  or  regula¬ 
tion  thereunder,  if  and  to  the  extent  that 
such  exemption  is  necessary  or  appropri¬ 
ate  in  the  public  Interest  and  consistent 
with  the  protection  of  investors  and  the 
pxirposes  fairly  intended  by  the  policy 
and  provisions  of  the  Act. 

Applicants  request  an  order  of  the 
Commission,  pursuant  to  Section  6'c)  of 
the  Act,  exempting  the  proposed  loans 
from  the  provisions  of  Sections  17(a) 
and  17(d)  of  the  Act  and  Rule  17d-l 
thereunder  and  an  order,  pursuant  to 
Section  28(b)  of  the  Act.  authorizing  the 
proposed  loans  as  qualified  investments 
and  permitting  such  loans  to  be  valued 
at  cost. 

Applicants  have  consented  that  any 
order  the  Commission  may  issue  pursu¬ 
ant  to  this  application  be  conditioned  as 
follows : 

1.  No  loan  by  USGA  to  an  affiliate 
shall  involve  any  fee  for  origination  to 
be  paid  by  USGA. 

2.  The  affiliates’  warehousing  loan  line 
of  credit  will  equal  the  total  amount  of 
reserves  less  amounts  borrowed  by  cer¬ 
tificate  holders. 

3.  The  terms  and  conditions  of  the 
proposed  loans  are  intended  to  insure 
that  the  affiliates  w’ill  be  able  to  repay 
such  loans  to  USGA  on  demand.  In  sum¬ 
mary,  they  provide  that  each  loan  will 
be  backed  by  a  purchase  commitment 
from  a  permanent  investor,  the  mortgage 
as  coUateral,  a  commercial  line  of  credit 
in  sufficient  amount  to  roll  over  the  loan, 
and  the  continuing  guarantee  of  Hold¬ 
ing.  The  detailed  terms  and  conditions 
of  the  loans  will  be  as  follows : 

(a)  Duration.  Loans  will  be  made  to  affili¬ 
ates  for  such  period  or  periods  as  may  be 
required  by  commitments  from  Investors 
or  dealers,  but  It  Is  not  expected  that  any 
loan  will  exceed  one  year.  Any  loan  can  be 
called  on  demand  by  USGA. 

( b)  Security.  Assignment  of  notes  and  first 
trust  deeds  (unrecorded)  covering  FHA  VAs 
and  assignment  of  QNMA  certificates  or  other 
U.S.  Government  backed  securities. 

(c)  Eligible  Loans:  Committed  FHA  VA 
and  CNMAs.  Up  to  the  full  amount  of  the 
unloaned  reserves  at  any  one  time  to  be 
available  for  funding  FHA/VA  loans  on  exist¬ 
ing  buUdlngs  or  GNMA  certificates. 

( 1 )  Interest.  Prime  rate,  payable  monthly. 
Same  day  change  (360  day  basis) . 

( 2 )  Terms  of  Note.  6  months,  renewal  per¬ 
muted  with  prior  approval,  payable  on  de¬ 
mand  by  USGA. 

(3)  Advances.  Are  not  to  exceed  the  take¬ 
out  commitment. 

(d)  Additional  security: 

( 1 )  Pull  continuing  guarantee  of  Holding 
to  the  extent  required  by  the  Banks  provid¬ 
ing  warehousing  lines  to  Mortco  HP  or  Secu¬ 
rities. 

(2)  Supplementary  warehouse  lines  from 
one  or  more  major  commercial  banks. 

(3)  AU  loans  are  to  be  supported  by  and 
conform  to  specifications  of  specific  or  area 
takeout  commitments  from  responsible  per¬ 
manent  Investors  or  dealers. 

(e)  Available  for  Inspection  by  Commis¬ 
sion: 

(1)  Annual  C.P.A.  consolidated  annual 
etetement  of  Holding  and  Its  subsldlarlee, 
within  90  days  from  year  end,  plus  quar¬ 


terly  unaudited  financial  statements  cover¬ 
ing  Holding  and  Its  subsidiaries. 

(2)  Monthly  report  showing  warehouse 
utUlaatlon  together  with  takeout  commit¬ 
ment  position.  Report  to  Include  unused 
takeout  commitment  position.  Report  to  In¬ 
clude  open  amount  of  siipplementary  ware¬ 
house  lines. 

4.  Continuing  effectiveness  of  the  or¬ 
ders  of  exemption  sought  hereby  is  con¬ 
ditioned  on  the  prime  rate  being  per¬ 
cent  or  more. 

5.  All  transactions  referred  to  herein 
shall  be  carried  out  in  accordance  witli 
the  representations  made  by  Applicants 
in  the  application  for  this  order. 

6.  Applicants  will  file  with  the  Com¬ 
mission  reports  with  respect  to  all  fees 
paid  to  any  affiliates. 

Notice  is  further  given  tliat  any  inter¬ 
ested  person  may,  not  later  than  April 
11,  1977,  at  5:30  p.m..  submit  to  the 
Commission  in  writing  a  request  for  a 
hearing  on  the  matter  accompanied  by 
a  statement  as  to  the  nature  of  his  in¬ 
terest,  the  reason  for  such  request  and 
the  issues,  if  any.  of  fact  or  law  proposed 
to  be  controverted,  cr  he  may  request 
that  he  be  notified  if  the  Commission 
should  order  a  hearing  thereon.  Any 
such  communication  should  be  ad¬ 
dressed:  Secretary,  Securities  and  Ex¬ 
change  Commission,  Washington.  D.C. 
20549.  A  copy  of  such  request  shall  be 
sened  personally  or  by  mail  upon  Ap¬ 
plicants  at  the  address  stated  above. 
Proof  of  such  serv’ice  <by  affidavit,  or  in 
the  case  of  an  attomey-at-law,  by  cer¬ 
tificate  >  shall  be  filed  contemporane¬ 
ously  with  the  request.  As  provided  by 
Rule  G-5  of  the  Rules  and  Regulations 
promulgated  under  the  Act.  an  order  dis¬ 
posing  of  the  application  herein  will  be 
issued  by  the  Conunission  as  of  course 
following  said  date,  unless  the  Commis¬ 
sion  thereafter  orders  a  hearing  upon 
request  or  upon  the  Commission’s  own 
motion.  Persons  who  request  a  hearing 
or  advice  as  to  whether  a  hearing  is  or¬ 
dered  will  receive  any  notices  and  orders 
issued  in  this  matter,  including  the  date 
of  the  hearing  (if  ordered)  and  any 
postponements  thereof. 

By  the  Commission. 

George  A.  Fitzsimmons, 
Secretary. 

(FR  Doc  77-8859  Piled  3-23-77:8:45  am] 
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INDIANA  &  MICHIGAN  ELECTRIC  CO. 

Proposed  Assignment  of  Purchase  Rights 
to  and  Bareboat  Charter  of  Coal  Barges 
and  Towboats 

March  15.  1977. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  Indiana  & 
Michigan  Electric  Company  (“KiME”), 
2101  Spy  Run  Avenue,  Fort  Wayne, 
Indiana  46801,  an  electric  utility  subsidi¬ 
ary  company  of  American  Electric  Power 
C(Mnpeny,_  Inc.  (“AEP”),  a  registered 
holding  company,  has  filed  an  applica¬ 
tion-declaration  and  an  amendment 
thereto  with  this  Ccmamlssion  pursuant  to 
applicable  provisions  of  the  Public  Utility 
Holding  Company  Act  of  1935  (“Act”) 


regarding  the  sale  of  the  purchase  rights 
to  and  the  bareboat  charter  of  certain 
coal  barges  and  towboats.  IlsME  requests 
approval  of  these  transactions  unless  ad¬ 
vised  by  the  Commission  that  approval 
thereof  under  the  Act  is  not  required. 
All  interested  persons  are  referred  to  the 
application-declaration,  as  amended, 
which  is  summarized  b^w,  for  a  com¬ 
plete  statement  of  the  proposed  tran.';- 
actions. 

I<:ME  states  that  American  Electric 
Power  Service  Corporation  (“AEP  Serv¬ 
ice”),  a  service  company  subsidiary  of 
AEP,  entered  into  the  following  agree¬ 
ments:  (1)  agreement  dated  July  15. 1974 
with  Dravo  Corporation  ("Dravo”)  for 
the  construction  of  ten  towboats  and  120 
1500-mmi  capacity  coal  barges  (“jumbo 
barges")  (collectively,  “Dravo  vessels"): 
(2)  agreement  dated  October  7, 1975  with 
St.  Louis  Ship,  Division  of  Pott  Indus¬ 
tries.  Inc.  ("St.  Louis  Ship”)  for  the 
consti'uction  of  6  towboats  (“St.  Louis 
Ship  vessels") ;  and  (3)  agreement  dated 
December  6,  1974  with  American  Bridge 
Division.  United  States  Steel  Corfiora- 
tion  ("American  Bridge")  for  the  con¬ 
struction  cff  120  jumbo  barges.  In  addi¬ 
tion.  I&ME  entered  into  an  agreement 
dated  March  12,  1975,  since  assigned  to 
its  affiliate,  Ohio  Power  Company,  with 
Hillman  Barge  and  Construction  Com- 
piany  (“Hillman”)  for  the  construction  of 
20  900-ton  capacity  coal  barges  (“stand¬ 
ard  barges”)  (“Hillman  vessels") .  A  total 
of  6  Dravo  towboats,  2  St.  Louis  Ship 
tow’boats.  120  Dravo  jumbo  barges.  20 
American  Bridge  jumbo  barges  and  the 
20  Hillman  standard  barges  were  de¬ 
livered  pursuant  to  such  agreements  in 
1976  and  have  subsequently  been  chart¬ 
ered  by  IlME’s  affiliate  Ohio  Power  Com¬ 
pany  (pursuant  to  the  authorization  of 
this  Commission  in  Pile  No.  70-5823). 
The  transaction  now  proposed  relates  to 
the  remaining  8  towtoats  anfl  100  jumbo 
barges  which  are  to  be  delivered  pursuant 
to  the  Dravo,  St.  Louis  Ship  and  Ameri¬ 
can  Bridge  agreements  (collectively,  “the 
Construction  Contracts”)  during  1977. 
The  total  delivered  cost  of  such  vessels 
wrill  be  approximately  $42,000,000,  includ¬ 
ing  delivery  expenses,  construction 
interest  and  other  capitalizable  costs. 

It  is  proposed  that,  under  a  Partici¬ 
pation  Agreement.  ItcME,  as  designee  of 
AEP  Service.  wiH  a.'sign  to  United  States 
Trust  Company,  trustee-shipowner 
(“Shipowner”),  for  the  benefit  of  Twin 
Trading  Corporation,  a  w’holly-owned 
New  York  subsidiary  of  The  Pittston 
Company,  as  beneficial  owner.  Construc¬ 
tion  Contracts  for  the  Dravo,  St.  Louis 
Ship  and  American  Bridge  vessels  to  be 
delivered  in  1977.  The  purchase  price  to 
be  paid  I&ME  for  the  Construction  Con¬ 
tracts  will  equal  the  cost  of  such  vesseLs. 
approximately  $42,000,000.  Any  proceeds 
realized  from  the  assignment  to  the 
Shipowner  of  the  Construction  Contracts 
for  the  vessels  which  are  the  subject  of 
this  application  will  be  applied  as  reim¬ 
bursement  for  progress  payments  made 
and  other  expenses  Inciurr^  in  connec¬ 
tion  with  such  Ccmstruction  Contracts. 
Pursuant  to  the  Particlpaticm  Agreement. 
Twin  Trading  Corporation  will  furnish 
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the  Shipowner  with  funds  toward  the 
purchase  by  the  Shipowner  of  the  ves¬ 
sels  in  an  amount  not  less  than  20  per¬ 
cent  nor  more  than  28.5  percent  of  the 
total  cost  of  the  vessels,  including  all 
overhead  and  indirect  costs.  The  bal¬ 
ance  of  the  purchase  price  will  be  ob¬ 
tained  by  the  Shipowner  by  a  borrowing 
through  the  issuance  by  the  Shipowner, 
pursuant  to  a  public  offering  by  it,  of 
United  States  Gtovemment  Guaranteed 
Ship  Financing  Bonds  guaranteed  pur¬ 
suant  to  a  United  States  Maritime  Ad¬ 
ministration  (“Marad”)  program  for 
ship  financing.  Such  bonds  will  take  the 
form  of  a  combination  of  Sinking  Fund 
Notes.  Sinking  Fund  Bonds  and/or 
Serial  Bonds  (collectively,  “the  bonds”) . 

Subject  to  the  satisfaction  of  the 
terms  and  conditions  of  the  Participa¬ 
tion  Agreement,  the  Shipowner  and 
I&ME  will  enter  into  a  net  Bareboat 
Charter  with  respect  to  the  vessels.  The 
Bareboat  Charter  will  be  for  an  interim 
period  from  delivery  through  January  14, 
1978  and  for  a  base  term  of  20  years  be- 
gimiing  January  15,  1978,  with  rights 
to  renew  for  four  successive  five  year 
periods.  An  application  has  been  made 
to  Marad  on  behalf  of  the  Shipowner 
for  a  guarantee  of  the  bonds  to  be  Issued 
by  the  Shipowner.  In  connection  there¬ 
with  and  as  a  prerequisite  thereof,  the 
Shipowner  will  execute  a  Secretary's 
Note  to  Marad  in  the  amount  of  the 
guarantee.  The  Secretary's  Note  will  be¬ 
come  due  and  payable  only  in  the  event 
Marad  has  to  msdce  a  payment  pursu¬ 
ant  to  its  guarantee.  The  Shipowner,  as 
security  for  the  guarantee,  and  as  secu¬ 
rity  for  the  payment  of  the  principal  of, 
and  the  interest  due  or  to  become  due  on, 
the  Secretary’s  Note  in  accordance  with 
the  terms  thereof,  will,  on  the  first  clos¬ 
ing  date  (there  will  be  separate  closing 
dates  for  each  group  of  vessels  ready  for 
delivery'),  enter  into  a  Security  Agree¬ 
ment  with  Marad  pursuant  to  which  the 
Shipowner  will  assign  to  Marad,  among 
other  things,  all  of  its  interest  in  the 
assigned  Construction  Contracts,  insofar 
as  they  relate  to  the  vessels  to  be  de¬ 
livered  in  1977,  and  all  other  contracts 
which  relate  to  the  construction  of  such 
vessels,  and  all  property,  includixvp^  the 
applicable  vessels,  in  which  it  has  or  will 
have  an  interest  relating  to  such  ves¬ 
sels  pursuant  to  the  Construction 
Contracts. 

It  is  stated  that  as  further  security 
to  Marad,  the  Security  Agreement  pro¬ 
vides  that  the  Shipowner  will  execute 
and  deliver  on  the  first  closing  date  a 
First  Preferred  Fleet  Mortgage  created 
under  and  pursuant  to  the  Ship  Mort¬ 
gage  Act,  1920,  as  amended,  to  Marad 
covering  the  delivered  vessels,  and  on 
each  succeeding  delivery  date  of  vessels 
will  execute  and  deliver  a  supplement  to 
the  mortgage  in  respect  of  such  vessels. 
Also  pursuant  to  the  Security  Agree¬ 
ment,  the  Shipowner  will  assign  to 
Marad  its  interest  in  the  Bareboat 
Charter  with  I&ME,  and  I&ME  will  con¬ 


sent  to  such  assignment.  Furthermore, 
the  Security  Agreement  provides  for  de¬ 
posit  in  escrow  of  a  portion  of  the  pro¬ 
ceeds  of  the  bonds.  The  contemplated 
transactions  are  contingent  upon  re¬ 
ceipt  of  a  commitment  from  Marad  to 
guarantee  the  bonds.  One  of  the  condi¬ 
tions  of  such  guarantee  is  that,  pursu¬ 
ant  to  Section  2  of  the  Shipping  Act, 
1916,  the  Shipowner,  Twin  Trading  Cor¬ 
poration  and  I&ME  are,  and  will  continue 
to  be.  citizens  of  the  United  States  qual¬ 
ified  to  engage  in  coastwise  trade.  The 
contemplated  transaction  is  also  con¬ 
tingent  upon  receipt  by  Twin  Trading 
Corporation,  prior  to  assignment  of  the 
Construction  Contracts,  of  a  favorable 
opinion  of  Independent  tax  counsel  in 
lieu  of  a  Ruling  from  the  Internal  Reve¬ 
nue  Service  and  a  satisfactory  indem¬ 
nity  agreement  from  I&ME. 

The  interest  rate  of  the  bonds  will  be 
determined  by  the  imderwriters  shortly 
before  the  offering  of  such  bonds  to  the 
public.  Both  Marad  and  the  United  States 
Treasury  Department  will  approve  the 
propo.sed  interest  rate  on  such  bonds  be¬ 
fore  the  United  States  Government 
guarantee  Is  granted  to  the  bonds.  As 
stated  above,  the  bonds  may  take  the 
form  of  Sinking  Fund  Not^,  Sinking 
Fund  Bonds  and/or  Serial  Bonds.  The 
Sinking  Fund  Notes,  the  Sinking  Fund 
Bonds  and  the  Serial  Bonds  may  have 
varying  Interest  rates.  I&ME  presently 
believes  that  the  weighted  average  in¬ 
terest  rate  of  the  bonds  proposed  to  be 
guaranteed  by  Marad  in  connection  with 
the  proposed  transaction  shall  not  be  in 
excess  of  8*4  percent  per  annum. 

Under  the  terms  of  the  Bareboat 
Charter,  the  rental  rate  during  the  in¬ 
terim  period  frwn  the  actual  delivery  and 
acceptance  date  through  January  14, 
1978  will  be  equal  to  the  Interest  rate 
payable  by  the  Shipowner  pursuant  to  a 
Marad  guarantee  during  such  interim 
period,  less  the  net  income  from  a  Con¬ 
struction  Fund,  as  set  forth  in  a  De¬ 
pository  Agreement  and/or  an  escrow 
fund,  as  set  forth  in  the  Security  Agree¬ 
ment.  Such  interim  r«it  is  to  be  paid  on 
January  15,  1978.  TTie  rental  rate  for  the 
20-year  base  charter  term  will  depend 
upon  several  factors,  including  the  av¬ 
erage  delivery  date  of  the  vessels,  the  per¬ 
centage  of  the  cost  of  the  vessels  obtained 
by  the  Shipowner  from  the  5*ile  of  bonds 
and  the  Interest  rate  of  the  bonds,  and 
will  be  payable  semi-annually  in  arrears 
commencing  on  July  15,  1978.  Assuming 
that  an  average  of  76.2  percent  of  the 
cost  of  the  vessels  is  obtained  from  the 
sale  of  bonds,  that  the  bonds  are  sold  in 
the  ratio  of  36.5  percent  Sinking  Fund 
Notes  to  63.5  percent  Sinking  Fund  Bonds 
and  that  the  interest  rate  on  such  bonds 
is  7.30  percent  in  the  case  of  Sinking 
Fund  Notes  and  7.70  percent  in  the  case 
of  Sinking  Fund  Bonds,  the  aimual 
rental  rate  and  the  resulting  effective 
cost  of  money  to  I&ME  would  be  as 
follows: 


ATence 
dellTMrT 
and  aooaptabla 
date  dorinc 
ig77 

Annual  rent 
factor  percent 
of  cost 

Effective  annual 
cost  of  money, 
including  H  pet 
marad  fee 
(percent) 

March.. . 

7. 79MR 

5. 244(« 

April . 

7.77500 

5.2116S 

May . 

7.75228 

5. 17781 

June . 

7.72954 

.5. 14290 

July . 

7.70680 

5. 10844 

August . 

7.68288 

5.07213 

Septamber . 

7.05894 

5.03574 

October . 

7. 635«l 

4.99927 

November . 

7.61108 

4. 96279 

Deoeml)er . 

7. 58714 

4.92622 

To  the  extent  that  the  Interest  rates 
or  the  ratio  of  Sinking  Fund  Notes  to 
Sinking  Fund  Bonds  changes,  the  annual 
rent  factor  and  the  effective  cost  erf  money 
would  change.  I&ME,  as  the  charterer, 
will  also  pay,  as  supplemental  rent,  all 
maintenance  costs,  insurance  premiums, 
taxes  (other  than  certain  income  taxes) 
and  all  other  costs  in  connection  with 
the  operation  erf  the  vessels. 

It  is  proposed  that  at  the  end  of  the 
base  charter  term,  I&ME  will  have  rights 
to  renew  the  Bareboat  Charter  for  four 
successive  five-year  periods  as  to  any  or 
all  of  the  vessels  at  a  rent  equal  to  the 
fair  market  bareboat  charter  of  such 
vessels  at  the  time  of  such  renewal,  such 
rent  to  be  paid  semi-annual  in  arrears. 
At  the  end  of  the  base  charter  term 
or  any  renewal  term,  I&ME  will  also 
have  the  rledit  to  purchase  any  or  all  of 
the  vessels  at  the  fair  market  sales  value 
of  such  vessels  at  the  time  of  purchase. 
In  addition,  I&ME  will  have  the  right  at 
any  time  after  the  end  of  the  seventh 
year  of  the  base  term  to  terminate  the 
Bareboat  (Charter  because  of  economic 
obsolescence  for  I&ME’s  needs  with  res- 
spect  to  any  or  all  of  the  vessels.  In  such 
event.  I&ME  would  cause  the  vessels  de¬ 
clared  obsolete  to  be  sold  to  an  unrelated 
third  party,  and  the  Bareboat  Charter 
w'ould  terminate  as  to  such  vessels  upon 
payment  to  the  Shipowner  of  the  greater 
of  the  termination  value,  as  specified  in 
the  Bareboat  Charter,  or  the  proceeds  of 
the  sale. 

The  vessels  will  be  used  by  I&ME  to 
transport  low  sulfur  coal  from  western 
coal  lands  to  its  present  and  proposed 
electric  generating  plants  on  the  Ohio 
River.  It  is  stated  that  western  coal  is  low 
in  sulphur  and  thus  would  facilitate  com¬ 
pliance  with  the  increasingly  stringent 
environmental  stack  gas  emission  stand¬ 
ards.  It  is  further  stated  that  barging 
is  the  cheapest  means  of  transporting 
bulk  ccxnmodities  such  as  coal  over  long 
distances. 

It  is  anticipated  that  the  vessels  will 
transfer  coal  for  other  companies  affili¬ 
ated  with  I&ME  in  the  AEP  holding 
company  system.  Any  transactions  by 
I&ME  with  affiliated  Interests  will  be 
subject  to  further  order  of  this  Commis¬ 
sion.  Additimially,  I&ME  proposes  to  en¬ 
ter  into  short-term  sub-leasing  arrange¬ 
ments  with  respect  to  certain  of  such 
vessels  with  non-afflliated  interests  on  a 


FEDERAL  REGISTER,  VOL.  42,  NO.  57— THURSDAY,  MARCH  24,  1977 


NOTICES 


16003 


fully  compensatory  basis  to  the  extent 
Idle  capacity  may  develop.  Any  revenues 
derived  from  such  non-afiSllated  trans- 
actiOTis  will  be  accounted  for  as  credits 
against  the  amoimts  chargeable  to  PPC 
Account  151,  Fuel  Stock. 

In  connection  with  the  proposed 
transactions,  I&ME  will  pay,  as  supple¬ 
mental  rent  under  the  Bareboat  Chart¬ 
er,  an  amount  equal  to  the  Marad  In¬ 
vestigation  Pee  of  approximately  $75,000 
and  amounts  egu^  to  each  Annual 
Ouarantee  Pee  thereafter,  computed  at 
the  rate  of  approximately  of  1  percent 
of  the  odtstwdlng  principal  balance  of 
the  bonds.  In  addition,  I&ME  will  pay 
a  public  offering  imderwrltlng  fee  esti¬ 
mated  to  be  not  in  excess  of  $350,000. 
I&ME  will  also  pay  the  fees  and  expenses 
incurred  by  the  participants  in  the  pro¬ 
posed  transaction  with  respect  to  such 
transaction,  including  legal  fees,  trustee 
fees  and  printing  costs.  Such  fees  and 
expenses  are  currently  estimated  to  be 
not  in  excess  of  $200,000.  I&ME’s  other 
fees.  Including  its  own  legal  fees,  will 
be  not  In  excess  of  $100,000. 

It  is  stated  that  no  state  commission 
and  no  federal  commission,  other  than 
this  Commission,  has  Jurisdiction  over 
the  proposed  transactions. 

Notice  is  further  given  that  any  in¬ 
terested  person  may,  not  later  than 
April  4,  1977,  request  in  writing  that  a 
hearing  be  held  on  such  matter,  stating 
the  nature  of  his  Interest,  and  reasons 
for  such  request  and  the  Issues  of  fact 
or  law  raised  by  said  application-decla¬ 
ration  which  he  desires  to  controvert;  or 
he  may  request  that  he  be  notified  if  the 
Commission  should  order  a  hearing 
thereon.  Any  such  request  should  be  ad¬ 
dressed;  Secretary,  Securities  and  Ex¬ 
change  Commission,  Washington,  D.C. 
20549.  A  copy  of  such  request  should  be 
served  personally  or  by  mail  upon  the 
applicant-declarant  at  the  above-stated 
address  and  proof  of  service  (by  affidavit 
or.  In  case  of  an  attorney  at  law,  by  cer¬ 
tificate)  should  be  filed  with  the  request. 
At  any  time  after  said  date,  the  applica¬ 
tion-declaration,  as  amended  or  as  it 
may  be  further  amended,  may  be  granted 
and  permitted  to  become  effective  as  pro¬ 
vided  in  Rule  23  of  the  (Seneral  Rules  and 
Regulations  promulgated  under  the  Act, 
or  the  Commission  may  grant  exemption 
from  such  rules  as  provided  in  Rules 
20(a)  and  100  thereof  or  take  such  other 
action  as  it  may  deem  appropriate.  Per¬ 
sons  who  request  a  hearing  or  advice  as 
to  whether  a  hearing  is  ordered  will  re¬ 
ceive  any  notices  and  orders  issued  in 
this  matter,  including  the  date  of  the 
hearing  (if  ordered)  and  postponements 
thereof. 

For  the  Commission,  by  the  Division 
of  Corporate  Regxilation,  pursuant  to 
delegated  authority. 

George  A.  Fitzsimmons, 
Secretary. 

(PR  Doc  77-S865  Filed  3-23-77:8:45  am] 


IRel.  No.  19935;  70-58901 

INDIANA  &  MICHIGAN  ELECTRIC  CO.  AND 
AMERICAN  ELECTRIC  POWER  CO.,  JNC. 

Proposed  Guaranty  by  Holding  Company 

of  Contractual  Obligation  of  Subsidiary 

March  16,1977. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  American 
Electric  Power,  Inc,,  (“AEP”),  2  Brocwi- 
way.  New  York,  New  York  10004,  a  regis¬ 
tered  holding  company,  and  Indiana  & 
Michigan  Electric  Company  (“ItM”), 
2101  Spy  Run  Avenue,  Port  Wayne,  Indi¬ 
ana  46801,  an  electric  utility  subsidiary 
company  of  AEP,  have  filed  a  declaration 
with  this  Commlssicm  pursuant  to  the 
Public  Utflity  Holding  Company  Act  of 
1935  (“Act”),  designating  Sectirms  12(b) 
and  12(f)  of  the  Act  as  applicable  to  the 
proposed  transaction.  All  Interested  per¬ 
sons  are  referred  to  the  declaration, 
which  is  summarized  below,  for  a  com¬ 
plete  statement  of  the  proposed  trans¬ 
action. 

I&M  is  the  co-licensee  with  its  wholly- 
owned  subsidiary,  Indiana  k  Michigan 
Power,  Of  the  Donald  C.  Co(^  Nuclear 
Plant  located  at  Bridgman,  Michigan  and 
from  time  to  time  purchases  uranium  to 
fuel  Unit  1  at  said  plant.  Presently  I&M 
is  attempting  to  procure  uranium  for  the 
reload  of  Batch  5  of  the  fuel  for  Unit  1. 
Under  its  contract  with  the  United  States 
Energy  Research  and  Development  Ad¬ 
ministration  (“ERDA”)  for  uranium  en¬ 
richment  services,  I&M  is  required  to 
have  the  uranium  for  Batch  5  at  ERDA’s 
facilities  ninety  days  prlcH'  to  withdrawal 
of  the  enriched  uranium,  which  In  this 
case  is  June  20.  Consequently,  the  ura¬ 
nium  must  be  deliver^  to  ERDA  by 
March  22.  If  it  is  not  so  delivered  IbM 
will  incur  substantial  late  charges.  If 
the  requisite  amoimt  of  uranium  is  not 
delivered  by  Jime  20,  then  EDRA’s  emer¬ 
gency  procedures  would  be  triggered  and 
lUd  would  have  to  “borrow”  the  neces¬ 
sary  amount  of  uranium  from  ERDA  at  a 
substantial  rental  and  would  be  obligated 
to  replace  such  uranium  within  a  lea- 
sonable  period  of  time. 

I&M  had  expected  to  arrive  at  an  in¬ 
terim  solution  with  its  main  uranium 
supplier,  with  which  it  is  involved  in  a 
protracted  contract  dispute,  for  the  pro¬ 
vision  of  uranium  to  cover  the  reload  of 
Batch  5.  Recently,  however,  it  became 
evident  that  such  a  solution  would  not 
be  reached  in  time,  ISiM  then  began  ne¬ 
gotiations  with  the  Omaha  Public  Power 
District  ("Omaha”)  for  the  sale  and  pur¬ 
chase  of  200,000  pounds  of  uranium  as 
UjOi.  The  proposed  contract  would  obli¬ 
gate  I&M  primarily  to  sell  back  to  Omaha 
a  like  amount  of  uranium  within  two 
years  of  the  date  of  transfer.  If  I&M 
could  not  do  so  for  reasons  beyond  its 
reasonable  control,  then  as  its  second- 
ar>-  obligation  it  would  have  to  pay  Oma¬ 
ha.  if  the  market  price  at  sell-back  time 
is  greater  than  the  price  paid  by  IliM 
under  the  contract,  the  difference  be¬ 
tween  said  prices.  One  of  Omaha’s  pre¬ 
requisites  to  the  transaction  Is  that  AEP 


guarantee  the  performance  of  the  sec¬ 
ondary  obligation.  It  is  proposed  that 
AEP  so  guarantee  said  obligation. 

The  fees  and  expenses  to  be  incurred 
in  connection  with  the  proposed  transac¬ 
tion  are  estimated  at  $2,500,  Including 
legal  fees.  It  is  stated  that  no  state  com¬ 
mission  and  no  federal  commission,  other 
than  this  Commission,  has  jurisdiction, 
over  the  proposed  transaction. 

Notice  is  further  given  that  any  in¬ 
terested  person  may,  not  later  than 
April  7,  1977,  request  in  writing  that  a 
hearing  be  held  on  such  matter,  stating 
the  nature  of  his  Interest,  the  reasons 
for  such  request,  and  the  issues  of  fact 
or  law  raised  by  said  declaration  which 
he  desires  to  controvert;  or  he  may  re¬ 
quest  that  he  be  notified  if  the  Commis¬ 
sion  should  order  a  hearing  thereon. 
Any  such  request  should  be  addressed: 
Secretary,  Securities  and  Exchange  Com¬ 
mission,  Washington,  D.C.  20549.  A  copy 
of  such  request  diould  be  served  person¬ 
ally  or  by  mall  upon  the  declarants  at 
the  above-stated  addresses,  and  proof  of 
service  (by  affidavit  or.  In  case  of  an  at¬ 
torney  at  law,  by  certificate)  should  be 
filed  with  the  request.  At  any  time  after 
said  date,  the  declaration,  as  filed  or  as  it 
may  be  amended,  may  be  permitted  to 
become  effective  as  provided  in  Rule  23  of 
the  General  Rules  and  Regulations 
promulgated  under  the  Act,  or  the  Com¬ 
mission  may  grant  exemption  from  such 
rules  as  provided  In  Rul^  20(a)  and  100 
thereof  or  take  such  other  action  as  it 
may  deem  appropriate.  Persons  who  re¬ 
quest  a  heari^  or  advice  as  to  whether 
a  hearing  is  ordered  will  receive  any  no¬ 
tices  and  orders  Issued  in  this  matter,  in¬ 
cluding  the  date  of  the  hearing  (if  or¬ 
dered)  and  any  postponements  thereof. 

For  the  Commission,  by  the  Division  of 
Corporate  Regulation,  pursuant’  to  dele¬ 
gated  authority. 

George  A.  Fitzsimmons. 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.77-88e6  Filed  3-23-77; 8  45  a:«l 

IRel.  No.  19933:  70-59831 

JERSEY  CENTRAL  POWER  &  LIGHT  CO. 

Proposed  Amendment  of  First  Mortgage 
'Inderrture  and  Solicitation  of  Bondhold¬ 
ers  Proxies 

March  16, 1977. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  Jersey  Cen¬ 
tral  Power  k  Light  Company  t ‘  Jersey 
Central”),  Madison  Avenue  at  Punch 
Bowl  Road.  Morristown,  New  Jersey 
07960,  an  electric  utility  subsidiary'  com¬ 
pany  of  General  Public  Utilities  Corpora¬ 
tion,  a  registered  bidding  company,  has 
filed  a  declaration  with  this  Commission 
pursuant  to  the  Public  Utility  Holding 
Company  Act  of  1935  (“Act”),  desig¬ 
nating  sections  6(a),  7,  and  12(e)  of  the 
Act  and  Rules  62  and  65  promulgated 
thereunder  as  impUcable  to  the  propoaaL 
All  interested  persons  are  referred  to  the 
declaration,  which  is  summarised  belong 
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for  a  complete  statement  of  the  proposal 

Pursuant  to  an  Order  dated  July  6, 
1973  (HCAR  No.  18024)  New  Jersey 
Power  L  Light  (“New  Jersey”)  was 
merged  with  and  into  Jersey  Central  on 
July  31,  1973.  As  a  result  of  that  merger, 
Jersey  Central  was  substituted  in  full  for 
New  Jersey  luider  the  Mortgage  and  Deed 
of  Trust  dated  as  of  March  1,  1944  be¬ 
tween  New  Jersey  and  Guaranty  Trust 
Company  of  New  York,  now  Morgan 
Guaranty  Trust  of  New  York.  Jersey 
Central  proposes  to  amend  the  Mortgage 
and  Deed  of  Trust,  as  heretofore  supple¬ 
mented  and  amended  by  eighteen  sup- 
pl«nental  Indentures  (“Indenture”),  to 
effect  the  following  change.  Central  pro¬ 
poses  to  eliminate  the  covenant  which 
provides  that  Jersey  Central  will  duly 
observ'e  and  conform  to  all  valid  re¬ 
quirements  of  any  governmental  au¬ 
thority  relative  to  any  mortgaged  prop¬ 
erty.  It  is  stated  that  such  covenant 
should  be  eliminated  since,  under  a  de¬ 
veloping  pattern  of  legislation  and  ad¬ 
ministrative  action,  there  will  be  periods 
when  Jersey  C^t^  wUl  be  unable  to 
comply  with  governmental  requirements 
with  respect  to  its  mortgaged  prcHierty, 
although  it  may  not  be  expected  by  the 
governmental  agency  to  be  in  compli¬ 
ance.  However,  this  covenant  in  the  In¬ 
denture  could  be  constaued  as  resulting 
in  a  default  imder  the  indenture.  Jersey 
Central  states  that  the  elimination  of 
this  cov  enant  will  not  relieve  It  of  its  ob¬ 
ligation  to  comply  with  governmental  re¬ 
quirements,  tmt  it  will  permit  iqiproprlate 
governmental  enforcement  measures 
consistant  with  their  Intent. 

The  aflBrmative  vote  of  the  holders  of 
75  percent  in  principal  amount  of  the 
first  mortgage  bonds  outstanding  is  re¬ 
quired  for  approval  <rf  the  proposed 
amendment  to  the  Indenture.  The  con¬ 
sent  of  such  percentage  in  principal 
amount  of  the  bondholders  will  be  sought 
at  a  meeting  of  bondholders,  the  date  of 
which  will  be  scheduled  as  pinxnptly  as 
practicable,  but  in  no  ev^t  later  than 
December  31,  1977.  A  notice  of  Meeting 
and  Proxy  Statement  and  POrm  of  Proxy 
is  proposed  to  be  mailed  to  the  Ixxid- 
holders  prior  to  the  date  set  for  such 
meeting. 

It  is  stated  that  the  New  Jersey  Board 
of  Public  Utility  C(»nmissioners  has  jur¬ 
isdiction  over  the  proposed  amendment 
of  the  Indenture  and  that  no  other  state 
commission  and  no  federal  commission, 
other  than  this  Commission,  has  juris¬ 
diction  over  the  proposal.  The  fees  and 
expenses  to  be  incurred  in  'ConnectiMi 
w'ith  the  proposal  are  estimated  at  $60,- 
000,  including  legal  Fees  of  $17,500. 

Notice  is  further  given  that  any  inter¬ 
ested  person  may,  not  later  than  April 
12,  1977,  request  in  writing  that  a  hear¬ 
ing  be  held  on  such  matter,  stating  the 
nature  of  his  interest,  the  reasons  for 
such  request,  and  the  issues  of  fact  or 
law  raised  by  said  declaration  which  he 
desires  to  controvert;  or  he  may  request 
that  he  be  notified  if  the  Commission 
should  order  a  hearing  thereon.  Any  such 
request  should  be  addressed:  Secretary. 
Securities  and  Exchange  Commisskm, 
Washington,  D.C.  20549.  A  copy  of  such 


request  should  be  served  personally  or 
by  maU  upcm  the  declarant  at  the  above- 
stated  address,  and  proof  of  service  (by 
affidavit  or,  in  case  of  an  attorney  at  law, 
by  certificate)  should  be  filed  with  the 
request.  At  any  time  after  said  date, 
the  declaration,  as  filed  or  as  it  may  be 
amended,  may  be  permitted  to  become 
effective  as  provided  in  Rule  23  of  the 
General  Rules  and  Regulations  promul¬ 
gated  under  the  Act,  or  the  Commission 
may  grant  exemption  from  such  rules  as 
provided  in  Rules  20(a)  and  100  thereof 
or  take  such  other  action  as  it  may  deem 
appropriate.  Persons  who  request  a  hear¬ 
ing  or  advice  as  to  whether  a  hearing 
is  ordered  will  receive  notice  of  further 
developments  in  this  matter,  including 
the  date  of  the  hearing  (if  ordered)  and 
any  postponements  thereof. 

For  the  Commission,  by  the  Division 
erf  Corporate  Regulatiem,  pursuant  to 
delegated  authority. 

George  A.  Fitzsimmons, 
Secretary. 

[nt  Doc.77-8867  Filed  3-23-77;8;4S  am] 


(Pn*  No.  500-1] 

LAWRYS  FOODS,  INC. 
Suspension  of  Trading 

March  15,  1977. 

It  appearing  to  the  Securities  and  Ex¬ 
change  CeHnmission  that  the  summary 
suspension  of  trading  in  the  securities 
of  Lawrys  Foods.  Inc.  being  traded  on 
a  national  securiies  exchange  or  other¬ 
wise  is  required  in  the  public  interest  and 
for  the  protection  of  investors; 

Therefore,  pursuant  to  Section  12(k) 
of  the  Securities  Exchange  Act  of  1934, 
trading  in  such  securities  on  a  national 
securities  exchange  or  otherwise  is  sus¬ 
pended.  for  the  period  frmn  9:00  a.m. 
(Ea3T)  on  March  15, 1977  through  Msuch 
24.  1977. 

By  the  Commission. 

George  A.  Fitzsimmons, 
Secretary. 

[FR  Doc .77  8868  FUed  3-23-77:8:46  am] 


[Release  No.  13378;  File  Nos.  SR-MCC-76-5 
and  SB-MSTC-76-14] 

MIDWEST  CLEARING  CORP.  AND 
MIDWEST  SECURITIES  TRUST  CO. 

Order  Approving  Rule  Change  to  Establish, 
and  Set  Fees  for,  a  Pledge  Loan  Program 

March  16.  1977. 

On  December  28,  1976,  the  Midwest 
Clearing  Corporation  and  the  Midwest 
Securities  Trust  Company,  120  South  La 
Salle  Street.  Chicago,  Illinois  60603,  sub- 
mited,  pursuant  to  Rule  19b-4  imder  the 
Securities  Exchange  Act  of  1934  (the 
“Act”),  a  proposed  rule  change,  which 
would  establish,  and  set  fees  for,  a  Pledge 
Loan  Program. 

In  accordance  with  Section  19(b)  of  the 
Act  and  Rule  19b-4  thereunder,  notice  of 
the  priHXNsed  rule  change  was  published 
in  ^e  Federal  Register  (42  FR  6865, 


Februaiy  4, 1977),  and  the  pubhc  was  in¬ 
vited  to  comment  thereon.  Notice  of  the 
filing  and  an  invitation  for  comments 
also  appeared  in  Securities  Exchange  Act 
Release  No.  34-13216,  January  28,  1977. 
No  letters  of  comment  were  receiv^. 

In  a  letter  dated  March  15,  1977, 
which  was  incorporated  in  the  proposed 
rule  change  and  included  in  the  public 
file,  MCXT  and  MSTC  made  a  represen¬ 
tation  in  connection  with  the  sulmiission. 

TTie  Commission  has  reviewed  the 
proposed  rule  change  and  finds  that  it 
is  consistent  with  the  requirements  of 
the  Act  and  the  rules  and  regulations 
thereunder  applicable  to  registered 
clearing  agencies. 

It  is  therefore  ordered.  Pursuant  to 
Section  19(b)  (2)  of  the  Act,  That  the 
proposed  rule  change  contained  in  Pile 
Nos.  SR-MCX;-76-5  and  SR-MSTC-76- 
14  be,  and  hereby  is,  approved. 

For  the  Commission  by  the  Division 
of  Market  Regulation,  pursuant  to  dele¬ 
gated  authority. 

George  A.  Fitzsimmons, 

Secretary. 

IFR  Doc.77-8870  Filed  3-23-77;  8 : 45  am  I 


(Release  No.  34-13382;  File  No. 
aR-MSTC-77-21 

MIDWEST  SECURITIES  TRUST  CO. 

Proposed  Rule  Change  by  Self- Regulatory 
Organization 

Pursuant  to  Section  19(b)(1)  of  the 
SecviritieS  Exchange  Act  of  1934,.  15 
U.S.C.  78s(b)(l),  as  amended  by  Pub.  L. 
No.  94-29,  16  (June  4,  1975),  notice  is 
herdoy  given  that  on  March  14.  1977,  the 
above-mentioned  self -regulatory  orga¬ 
nization  filed  with  the  Securities  and  Ex¬ 
change  Commission  a  proposed  rule 
changre  as  follows: 

ARTICLE  n,  SECTION  1,  MIDWEST  SECURITIES 

or  THE  Proposed  Rule  (Change 

ARTICLE  n,  SECTION  1,  MIDWEST  SECURITIES 
TRUST  COMPANY  BY-LAWS 

(Brackets  Indicate  deletions  and  italics 
Indicate  new  material) 

Annual  Meeting 

Sec.  1.  The  annual  meeting  of  the 
shareholders  shall  be  held  on  the  third 
Tuesday  in  May  [January]  each  year,  at 
the  hour  of  3  p.m.,  for  the  purpose  of 
electing  directors  and  for  the  transac¬ 
tions  of  such  other  business  as  may  come 
before  the  meeting.  If  the  day  fixed  for 
the  annual  meeting  shall  be  a  legal  holi¬ 
day,  such  meeting  shall  be  held  wi  the 
next  succeeding  business  day.  If  the  elec¬ 
tion  of  directors  shall  not  be  held  on  the 
day  designated  herein  for  any  annual 
meeting,  or  at  any  adjournment  thereof, 
the  board  of  directors  shall  cause  the 
election  to  be  held  at  a  meeting  of  the 
shareholders  as  soon  thereafter  as  con¬ 
veniently  may  be. 

Statement  of  B.asis  and  Purpose 

The  basis  and  purpose  of  the  foregoing 
proposed  rule  change  is  as  follows : 

The  purpose  of  the  priviosed  rule 
change  is  two-fold.  First,  changing  the 
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annual  meeting  to  May  will  allow  the 
sole  shareholder  to  evaluate  the  needs 
and  financial  condition  of  the  Trust 
Company  in  light  of  a  certified  public 
audit.  A  January  anntial  meeting  does 
not  allow  this. 

Secondly,  Trust  Company  Class  B  di¬ 
rectors  are  elected  at  the  annual  meet¬ 
ings.  Pursuant  to  Article  m,  Section  2  of 
the  Trust  Company  By-Laws,  should  the 
Trust  Company  receive  a  nominating 
petition  from  a  non-Midwest  Stock  Ez- 
chEUige  member  participant,  an  election 
is  required  for  that  class  of  director, 
rather  than  the  sole  shareholder’s  (the 
Midwest  Stock  Exchange,  Incorporated) 
choices.  The  voting  is  done  by  non-MSE 
participcmts  and  the  number  of  votes 
each  non-MSE  participant  receives  Is 
based  on  a  participation  formula  (fees 
paid  by  non-MSE  participant/aggregate 
fees  paid  by  non-MSE  participants)  dur¬ 
ing  the  most  recent  fiscal  year.  The 
Trust  Compcmy  believes  the  fairest  way 
to  hold  such  an  election  would  be  to  in¬ 
terpret  the  phrase  ’’most  recent  fiscal 
year”  as  meaning  the  previous  fiscal 
year,  llierefore,  use  of  the  previous 
year’s  participation  formula  would  ne¬ 
cessitate  an  annual  meeting  later  in  the 
year,  after  audited  figures  are  available. 

’The  proposed  rule  change  creates  fair¬ 
er  representation  of  its  members  in  the 
election  of  directors  and  the  administra¬ 
tion  of  its  affairs  by  insuring  that  a  chal¬ 
lenged  electicm  for  Cfiass  B  directors  (di¬ 
rectors  chosen  from  ncm-MSE  member 
participants)  will  proceed  on  the  basis 
that  the  number  of  votes  a  non-MSE 
member  participant  will  receive  will 
depend  on  its  previous  year’s  use  of 
MSTC. 

Comments  have  neither  been  solicited 
nor  received. 

The  Midwest  Securities  Trust  Com¬ 
pany  believes  that  no  burdens  have  been 
placed  on  competiticm. 

The  foregoing  rule  change  has  become 
effective,  pursuant  to  Section  19(b)  (3)  of 
the  Securities  Exchange  Act  of  1934.  At 
any  time  within  sixty  days  of  the  filing 
of  such  proposed  rule  change,  the  Com¬ 
mission  may  summarily  abrogate  such 
rule  change  if  it  appears  to  the  Commis¬ 
sion  that  such  action  is  necessary  or  ap¬ 
propriate  in  the  public  Interest,  for  the 
protection  of  investors,  or  otherwise  in 
furtherance  of  the  purposes  of  the  Secu¬ 
rities  Exchange  Act  of  1934. 

Interested  persons  are  invited  to  sub¬ 
mit  written  data,  views  and  arguments 
concerning  the  foregoing.  Perscms  desir¬ 
ing  to  make  written  submissions  should 
file  6  copies  thereof  with  the  Secretary 
of  the  Commission,  Securities  and  Ex- 
chsmge  Conunission,  Washington,  D.C. 
20549.  Copies  of  the  filing  with  respect 
to  the  foregoing  and  of  all  written  sub¬ 
missions  will  be  available  for  inspection 
and  copying  in  the  Public  Reference 
Room.  1100  L  Street  NW.,  Washington, 
D.C.  Copies  of  such  filing  will  also  be 
available  for  inspection  and  copying  at 
the  principal  office  of  the  above-men¬ 
tion^  self -regulatory  organization.  All 
submissions  should  refer  to  the  file  num¬ 
ber  referenced  in  the  caption  above  and 


NOTICES 

should  be  submitted  <»  or  befme  April 
14, 1977. 

For  the  Commission  by  the  Dlviskm  of 
Market  Regulation,  pursuant  to  drie- 
gated  authority. 

George  A.  PirzsimioNS, 
Secretary. 

March  17.  1977. 

IFR  Doc.77-8878  Fled  3-23-77;8;45  am] 


(Release  No.  13377;  File  No  3B-MffrC-7«-41 

MIDWEST  SECURITIES  TRUST  CO. 

Order  Approving  Rule  Change  Relating  to 
Interface  with  The  Depository  Trust  Co. 

March  16.  1977. 

On  January  3.  1977.  the  Midwest  Se¬ 
curities  Trust  Company  (“MSTC”).  120 
South  LaSalle  Street.  CTilcago.  niinoLs 
60603.  submitted,  pursuant  to  Rule  19b-4 
under  the  Securities  Exchange  Act  of 
1934  (the  “Act”) .  a  proposed  rule  change 
which  would  expand  its  interface  with 
The  Depository  Trust  Company. 

In  accordance  with  Section  19(b) 
the  Act  and  Rule  19b-4  thereimder.  no¬ 
tice  of  the  proposed  rule  change  was 
published  in  the  Federal  Register  (42 
FR  8035.  February  8.  1977).  and  the 
public  was  invited  to  comment  thereon. 
Notice  of  the  filing  and  an  Invitatlmi  fm* 
comments  also  appeared  in  SecuritleB 
Exchange  Act  Release  No.  34-13218.  Jan¬ 
uary  28,  1977.  No  letters  of  comment 
were  received. 

In  a  letter  dated  March  15, 1977,  which 
was  incorporated  in  the  propos^  rule 
change  and  Included  in  the  public  file, 
MSTC  made  a  representatlcm  in  con¬ 
nection  with  the  submission. 

The  Commission  has  reviewed  the  pro¬ 
posed  rule  change  and  finds  that  It  is 
consistent  with  the  requlremoits  of  the 
Act  and  the  rules  and  regulations  there¬ 
under  applicable  to  registered  clearing 
agencies. 

It  is  therefore  ordered,  pursuant  to 
Section  19(b)(2)  of  the  Act,  that  the 
proposed  MS’TC  rule  change  contained  in 
File  No.  SR-MSTC-76-4  be,  and  hereby 
is,  approved. 

For  the  Commission  by  the  Division 
of  Market  Regulation,  pursuant  to  dele¬ 
gated  authority. 

George  A.  FTT7.snofONS, 

Secretary. 

|PR  Dor  77-8869  Filed  8-2.3-77:8:48  am) 


(Release  No.  34-13368. 

File  No.  SR-M8X-77-2 ) 

MIDWEST  STOCK  EXCHANGE.  INC. 

Proposed  Rule  Chenm  by  Self-Regulatory 
Organization 

Piusuant  to  Section  19(b)(1)  of  the 
Securities  Exchange  Act  of  1934,  15 
UB.C.  788(b)  (1).  as  amended  by  Pub.  L. 
No.  94-29,  16  (June  4,  1975).  notice  is 
hereby  given  that  <m  February  24.  1977, 
the  above-mentioned  self-regulatory  or¬ 
ganization  filed  with  the  Secmitles  and 
Exchange  Cmnmission  a  proposed  rule 
change  as  follows: 


EbtcHANGE’s  Statement  of  the  Ti.rms  of 
Sttbstancx  or  the  Proposed  Rule  Change 

The  following  statement  is  proposed  in 
order  to  clarify  the  practices  and  pro¬ 
cedures  of  the  Midwest  Stock  Exchange 
as  stated  in  its  initial  options  trading 
proposal  filed  with  the  Securities  and 
Exchange  Commission,  pursuant  to  Rule 
19b-4  with  regard  to  the  establishment 
of  exercise  prices  when  opthms  series 
are  first  c^iened  for  trading  In  a  new 
expiration  month  of  the  Exchange  and  to 
refiect  that  the  normal  exercise  interval 
for  underlying  securities  trading  imder 
$20  per  share  will  be  2  Vs  rather  than 
5  points,  that  normal  intervals  for  stock.*: 
trading  between  50  and  100  will  now  be 
5  points  rather  than  10  and  tliat  the 
intervals  for  stocks  trading  betwee!'!  20 
and  50  and  over  100  will  not  change: 

Exercise  prices  are  generally  fixed  at 
2V^  point  Intervals  when  the  underly'utg 
security  is  trading  below  20,  5-point  in¬ 
tervals  for  securities  trading  between  20 
Sind  100,  lO-point  intervals  for  securities 
trading  between  100  and  200  and  20- 
point  intervals  for  securities  trading 
above  200.  When  trading  is  Introduced 
in  a  new  expiration  month,  the  Exchange 
ordinarily  selects  the  two  exercise  prices 
surrounding  the  marketprice  of  the  un- 
derl3dng  security.  (Example:  If  the  un¬ 
derlying  security  is  at  14  when  trading 
Introduced  in  a  new  expiration  inoinji. 
two  new  series  of  options  will  ordinanl? 
be  traded  with  exercise  prices  of  12'_> 
and  15  respectively) . 

Exchange’s  Statement  of  Basi«  and 
Purpose 

The  proposed  rule  change  is  intended 
to  clarify  the  practices  and  procedure: 
of  the  Exchange  with  regard  to  the  estab¬ 
lishment  of  exercise  prices,  when  op- 
tlims  series  are  first  opened  for  trading 
in  a  new  expiration  month  and  to  in¬ 
dicate  that  the  Exchange  intends  in  cer¬ 
tain  cases  to  narrow  the  strike  price  in¬ 
tervals  in  order  to  enhance  the  depth 
and  liquidity  of  its  options  market. 

ITie  Midwest  Stock  Exchange  believes 
that  it  is  clearly  consistent  with  the 
standards  of  the  Act  designated  for  the 
protection  of  investors  and  the  public 
interest  to  narrow  the  exercise  price  bi- 
tervals,  thus  establishing  exercise  prices 
at  levels  that  are  closer  to  the  actual 
market  price  of  the  underlying  security 
at  the  time  of  adoption.  Ebcperience  has 
shown  that  investor  interest  is  greatest 
in  those  series  of  options  which  have 
exercise  prices  closest  to  the  current 
maiket  price  of  the  underlying  stock. 
Thus,  the  depth  and  liquidity  of  the  mar¬ 
ket  place  are  Improved. 

Tlie  Options  Floor  Procedure  Com¬ 
mittee  of  the  Ebcchange  has  unanimously 
approved  the  pn^iosals  contained  herein. 
T^ile  no  other  comments  have  been  so¬ 
licited  with  regard  to  the  specific  pro¬ 
posals  contained  herein,  some  comments 
have  been  made  to  the  effect  that  frac¬ 
tional  exercise  prices  may  cause  con- 
fuslcm. 

Tlie  pn^iosed  rule  change  will  im¬ 
pose  DO  burden  on  competition. 
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NOTICES 


On  or  before  April  18,  1977  or  within 
such  longer  period  (1)  as  the  Commis¬ 
sion  may  designate  up  to  90  days  of  such 
date  if  it  finds  such  Icmger  period  to  be 
appropriate  and  publishes  its  reascms  fCM* 
so  finding  or  (ii)  as  to  which  the  above- 
mentioned  self-regulatory  organizaticai 
consents,  the  Commission  will : 

(A)  By  order  approve  such  proposed  rule 
change,  or 

(B)  Institute  proceedings  to  determine 
whether  the  proposed  rule  change  should  be 
disapproved. 

Interested  persons  are  invited  to  sub¬ 
mit  written  data,  views  and  arguments 
concerning  the  foregoing.  Persons  desir¬ 
ing  to  make  written  submissions  should 
file  6  copies  thereof  with  the  Secretary  of 
the  Commission,  Securities  and  Exchange 
Commission,  Washingtcm,  D.C,  20549. 
Copies  of  the  filing  witti  respect  to  the 
foregoing  and  of  all  written  submissions 
will  be  available  for  inspection  and  ccH>y- 
ing  in  the  Public  Reference  Room.  1100  L 
Street,  N.W.,  Washington,  D.C.  Copies  of 
such  filing  will  tilso  be  available  for  in¬ 
spection  and  copying  at  the  principal  of¬ 
fice  of  the  above-menti<med  self -regu¬ 
latory  organization.  All  submissions 
should  refer  to  the  file  number  referenced 
in  the  caption  above  and  should  be  sub¬ 
mitted  on  or  before  April  25,  1977. 

For  the  Commission  by  the  Division  of 
Market  Regulation,  pursuant  to  dele¬ 
gated  authority. 

George  A.  Fitz.stmmons. 

Secretary. 

March  14,  1977. 

[FR  Doc.77  8879  Filed  3  23  77;8:45  am] 

(Release  No.  34-13390; 

File  No.  SR-NESDTCO-77  -3j 

NEW  ENGLAND  SECURITIES 
DEPOSITORY  TRUST  CO. 

Proposed  Rule  Change  by  SeW-Regu'atory 
Organization 

Pursuant  to  Section  19(b)(1)  of  the 
Securities  Exchange  Act  of  1934,  15 
UJ5.C.  78s (b)  (1),  as  amended  by  Pub.  L. 
No.  94-29,  16  (June  4,  1975),  notice  is 
hereby  given  that  on  March  16,  1977,  the 
above-mentioned  self-regulatory  wganl- 
zation  filed  with  the  Securities  and  Ex¬ 
change  Commission  a  proposed  rule 
change  as  follows: 

Statekent  of  the  Terms  of  Substance 
OF  THE  Proposed  Rule  Change 

The  Proposed  Rule  Change  provides 
for  the  appointment  of  New  England  Se¬ 
curities  Depository  Trust  Company  as  a 
depository  facility  for  Depository  Trust 
Company. 

Statement  of  Basis  and  Purpose 

The  basis  and  purpose  of  the  foregoing 
proposed  rule  change  i»  as  follows:  The 
purpose  of  the  proposed  rule  change  is 
to  enable  New  England  Securities  De¬ 
pository  Trust  Company  (NESDTC)  to 
act  as  a  depository  facility  for  Depository 
Trust  Company  (DTC) .  This  is  the  first 
phase  of  a  three  phase  program,  the  next 
phase  of  which  is  for  NESDTC  to  become 


a  participant  in  DTC  and  the  third 
phase  will  be  full  interface  between 
NESDTC  and  DTC. 

The  proposed  rule  change  relates  to 

(i)  the  capacity  of  NESDTC  (A)  to  facil¬ 
itate  the  prompt  and  accurate  clearance 
and  settlement  of  securities  transactions 
for  which  it  is  responsible  in  that  it  con¬ 
stitutes  the  first  phase  of  a  full  interface 
between  the  two  depositories  and,  itself, 
provides  afiother  facility  for  the  deposit 
of  certificates  by  DTC’s  participants,  and 
<B)  to  carry  out  the  purpose  of  Section 
17A  of  the  Securities  Exchange  Act  of 
1934  by  linking  clearing  and  settlement 
facilities,  providing  safe  and  efficient 
methods  for  the  delivery  of  securities 
from  Boston  to  New  York,  and  enabling 
same  day  credit  to  be  given  for  securities 
deliveries  from  Boston  to  New  York,  and 

(ii)  (A)  to  the  prompt  and  accurate 
clearance  of  securities  transaction  by 
providing  another  depositor^'  facility  for 
DTC  and  (B)  the  fostering  of  coopera¬ 
tion  and  coordination  between  NESDTC 
and  DTC. 

No  comments  have  been  or  are  ex¬ 
pected  to  be  solicited  frewn  members,  par¬ 
ticipants  or  others. 

NESDTC  believes  that  there  will  be 
no  burden  on  competition  imposed  by  the 
proposed  rule  change. 

NESDTC  has  requested  that  the  Com¬ 
mission  approve  the  proposed  rule 
change  prior  to  the  thirtieth  day  after 
date  of  publication  of  this  notice  in  the 
Federal  Register  for  “good  cause.”  pur¬ 
suant  to  Section  19(b)  (2)  of  the  Securi¬ 
ties  Exchange  Act  of  1934.  If  the  Com¬ 
mission  finds  good  cause  for  so  doing,  it 
will  publish  its  reasons  for  so  finding.  If 
the  CommissitHi  does  not  find  good 
cause,  then  on  or  befpre  April  18,  1977, 
or  within  such  longer  period  (i)  as  the 
Commission  may  designate  up.to  90  days 
of  such  date  if  it  finds  such  longer 
period  to  be  appropriate  and  publishes 
its  reasons  for  so  finding  or  (ii)  as  to 
which  the  above-mentioned  self -regu¬ 
latory  organization  consents,  the  Com¬ 
mission  will : 

(A)  By  order  approve  such  propq^ed  rule 
change,  or 

(B)  Institute  proceeding*  to  determine 
whether,  the  proposed  rule  change  should 
be  disapproved. 

Interested  persons  are  invited  to  sub¬ 
mit  written  data,  views  and  arguments 
concerning  the  foregoing.  Persons  desir¬ 
ing  to  make  written  submissions  should 
file  6  copies  thereof  with  the  Secretary 
of  the  Commission,  Securities  and  Ex¬ 
change  Commission,  Washington,  D.C. 
20549.  Copies  of  the  filing  with  respect 
to  the  foregoing  and  of  all  written  sub¬ 
missions  will  be  available  for  inspection 
and  copying  in  the  Public  Reference 
Room,  1100  L  Street  NW„  Washington. 
D.C.  Copies  of  such  filing  will  also  be 
available  for  inspection  and  copying  at 
the  principal  office  of  the  above-men- 
tiimed  self-regulatory  organization.  All 
submissions  should  refer  to  the  file  num¬ 
ber  referenced  in  the  caption  above  and 
should  be  submitted  on  or  before  April  14, 
1977.  For  the  Commission  by  the  Divi¬ 


sion  of  Market  Regulation,  pursuant  to 
delegated  authority. 

George  A.  Fitzsimmov.s. 

Secretary. 

March  18,  1977. 

IFR  Doc.77-8881  Filed  3-23-77; 8: 45  am] 
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NEW  ENGLAND  SECURITIES 
DEPOSITORY  TRUST  CO. 

Proposed  Rule  Change  by  Self-Regulatory 
Organization 

Pursuant  to  Section  19(b)(1)  of  the 
Securities  Exchange  Act  of  1934,  15 
U.S.C.  78s(b)  (1),  as  amended  by  Pub.  L. 
No.  94-29,  16  (June  4,  1975),  notice  is 
hereby  given  that  on  March  16,  1977,  the 
above-mentioned  self -regulatory  organi¬ 
zation  filed  with  the  Securities  and  Ex¬ 
change  Commission  a  proposed  rule 
change  as  follows: 

Statement  of  the  Terms  of  Substance 
OF  THE  Proposed  Rule  Change 

The  Proposed  Rule  Change  provides 
for  the  appointment  of  New  England 
Securities  Depository  Trust  Company  as 
a  depository  facility  for  Midwest  Securi¬ 
ties  Trust  Company. 

ClATEIZENT  OF  BaSIS  AND  PURPOSE 

Tlie  basis  and  rurro.se  of  the  foregoing 
proijcsed  rule  change  is  as  folloas:  The 
purpose  of  the  proposed  rule  change  is  to 
enable  New  England  Securities  Deposi¬ 
tory  Trust  Company  (NESDTC)  to  act 
as  a  depository  facility  for  Midwest  Secu¬ 
rities  Trust  Company  (MSTC).  This  is 
the  first  phase  of  a  three  phase  program, 
the  next  phase  of  which  is  for  NESDTC 
to  become  a  participant  in  MSTC  and 
the  third  phase  will  be  full  interface  be¬ 
tween  NESDTC  and  MSTC 

The  proposed  rule  change  relates  to 
(i)  the  capacity  of  NESDTC  (A)  to  fa¬ 
cilitate  the  prompt  and  accurate  clear¬ 
ance  and  settlement  of  securities  trans¬ 
actions  for  w'liich  it  is  responsible  in 
that  it  ccHistitutes  the  first  phase  of  a 
full  interface  between  the  two  deposi¬ 
tories  and.  itself,  provides  another  facil¬ 
ity  for  the  deposit  of  certificates  by 
MSTC’s  (>articipants,  and  (B)  to  carry 
out  the  purpose  of  section  17A  of  the 
SeciRities  Exchange  Act  of  1934  by  link¬ 
ing  clearing  and  settlement  facilities, 
providing  safe  and  efficient  methods  for 
the  delivery  of  securities  from  Boston  to 
Chicago,  and  enabling  same  day  credit 
to  be  given  for  securities  deliveries  from 
Boston  to  Chicago,  and  (ii)  (A)  to  the 
prompt  and  accurate  clearance  of  secu¬ 
rities  transactions  by  providing  another 
depository  facility  for  MSTC  and  (B) 
the  fostering  of  c(x>peration  and  coordi¬ 
nation  between  NESDTC  and  MSTC. 

No  comments  have  been  or  are  ex- 
‘pected  to  be  solicited  from  members, 
participants  or  others. 

NESDTC  believes  that  there  will  be  no 
burden  on  competition  imposed  by  the 
proposed  rule  change. 

NESDTC  has  requested  that  the  Com¬ 
mission  approve  the  proposed  rule 
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change  prior  to  the  thirtieth  day  after 
date  of  publication  of  this  notice  in  the 
Federal  Register  for  “good  cause,”  pur¬ 
suant  to  Section  19(b)  (2)  of  the  Securi¬ 
ties  Exchange  Act  of  1934.  If  the  Com¬ 
missions  finds  good  cause  for  so  doing, 
it  will  publish  its  reasons  for  so  finding. 
If  the  Commissimi  does  not  find  good 
cause,  then  on  or  before  April  18,  1977, 
or  within  such  longer  period  (i)  as  the 
Commission  may  designate  up  to  90  days 
of  such  date  if  it  finds  such  longer  pe¬ 
riod  to  be  appropriate  and  publishes  its 
reasons  for  so  finding  or  (il)  as  to  which 
the  above-mentioned  self -regulatory  or¬ 
ganization  consents,  the  Commission 
will: 

(A)  By  order  approve  such  proposed  rule 
change,  or 

(B)  Institute  proceedings  to  determine 
whether  the  proposed  rule  change  should  be 
disapproved. 

Interested  persons  are  invited  to  sub¬ 
mit  written  data,  views  and  arguments 
concerning  the  foregoing.  Persons  desir¬ 
ing  to  make  written  submissions  should 
file  6  copies  thereof  with  the  Secretary 
of  the  Commission,  Securities  and  Ex¬ 
change  Commission,  Washington,  D.C. 
20549.  Copies  of  the  filing  with  respect 
to  the  foregoing  and  of  all  written  sub¬ 
missions  will  be  available  for  inspection 
and  copying  in  the  Public  Reference 
Room,  1100  L  Street,  N.W.,  Washington, 
D.C.  Copies  of  such  filing  will  also  be 
available  for  inspection  and  copying  at 
the  principal  ofiBce  of  the  above-men¬ 
tion^  self-regulatory  organization.  All 
submissions  should  refer  to  the  file  num¬ 
ber  referenced  in  the  caption  above  and 
should  be  submitted  on  or  before  April 
14,  1977.  For  the  Commission  by  the  Di¬ 
vision  of  Market  Regulation,  pursuant 
to  delegated  authority. 

George  A.  Fitzsimmons, 

Secretary. 

March  18, 1977. 

|PR  Doc  77-8882  Filed  3-23  77;8  45  am  | 
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NEW  YORK  STOCK  EXCHANGE.  INC. 

Proposed  Rule  Change  by  Self-Regulatory 
Organization 

Pursuant  to  Section  19ib)(l)  of  the 
Securities  Exchange  Act  of  1934,  15 
U.S.C.  78s(b)  (1),  as  amended  by  Pub.  L. 
No.  94-29,  16  (June  4,  1975),  notice  is 
hereby  given  that  on  March  11,  1977,  the 
above-mentioned  self -regulatory  organi¬ 
zation  filed  with  the  Securities  and  Ex¬ 
change  Commission  a  proposed  rule 
change  as  follows: 

Text  of  Proposed  Rule  Chance 
FIDELITY  BONDS 

I  Deletions  appear  in  brackets;  addi¬ 
tions  are  italicized.] 

Rule  319(a)  Each  member  [firm]  or- 
ganization  doing  business  with  the  public 
and  each  member  [corporation]  doing 
business  with  the  public  but  not  asso¬ 
ciated  with  a  member  organization  Khali 
carry  fidelity  bonds  [covering  its  gen¬ 
eral  partners  and  employees  or  covering 


its  officers  and  employees]  in  such  form 
and  in  such  amounts  as  the  Exchange 
may  require  covering  the  individual 
member  or,  in  the  case  of  a  member  or- 
ganization,  its  general  partners  or  offi¬ 
cers  and  its  employees.  The  Stockbrokers 
Partnership  Bond  and  the  Brokers 
Blanket  Bond  approved  by  the  Exchange, 
are  the  only  forms  which  may  be  used. 
Specific  Exchange  approval  is  required 
for  any  variation  from  such  forms. 

(b)  £Iach  such  member  and  member 
organization  may  self-insure  to  the  ex¬ 
tent  of  $10,000  or  (5  percent!  10  percent 
of  its  minimum  insurance  requirement 
as  fixed  by  the  Exchange,  whichever  is 
greater,  for  each  type  of  coverage  re¬ 
quired  by  the  rule,  [.provided  that  under 
the  provisions  of  RiUe  325  !•'  23251,  the 
member  organization  will  at  all  times 
consider  as  a  debit  item  in  computing 
net  capital  the  full  amount  of  any  self- 
insurance.  and  provided  that  the  mem¬ 
ber  organization  shall  also  consider] 
This  deductible  may  be  taken  without 
considering  If  as  a  debit  item  in  [com¬ 
puting]  the  computation  of  net  capital, 
[the  full  amount  of  each  loss,  as  it  oc¬ 
curs,  falling  within  the  range  of  self- 
insurance.  Proper  notation  relating  to 
the  above  charges  shall  be  reflected  hi 
answers  to  all  financial  questionnaires.) 
Self  insurance  in  amounts  exceedhig  the 
above  maximum  may  be  pemiitted  by 
the  Exchange  provided  the  incrnbcr  or 
member  organization  certifies  to  the  sat- 
i«facti(Hi  of  the  Exchange  that  it  is  un¬ 
able  to  obtahi  greater  bonding  coverage, 
and  [provided  the  member  organization 
also]  agrees  to  reduce  its  .self-insurance 
so  as  to  comply  with  the  above  stated 
limits  as  soon  as  possible,  and  [pro¬ 
vided]  appropriate  charges  to  capital 
are  made  pursuant  to  SEC  Rule  lSc3-l. 

(c)  Members  and  member  organiza¬ 
tions  subject  to  this  rule  are  required  to 
maintain  basic  and  specific  coverages, 
which  apply  both  to  Stockbrokers  Part¬ 
nership  Bond  and  Brokers  Blanket  Bond, 
in  amounts  not  less  than  those  pre¬ 
scribed  in  this  Rule.  Where  applicable, 
such  coverage  must  also  extend  to  lim¬ 
ited  partners  as  employees,  persons  in  a 
securities  or  kindred  business  in  which 
the  member  or  member  organization  has 
a  controlling  interest,  outside  organiza. 
tions  providing  electronic  data  process¬ 
ing  services  and  the  handling  of  U.S. 
gor>emment  securities  in  bearer  form.  , 

(d)  Each  member  doing  business  with 
the  public  but  not  associated  with  a 
member  organization  and  each  mem¬ 
ber  organization  that  introduces  all  cus¬ 
tomers’  accounts  on  a  fully  disclosed 
basis  must  maintain  minimum  coverage 
as  follows: 

(i)  Minimum  basic  cot'erage  for  such 
members  and  member  organizations 
whose  net  capital  requirement  under 
Rule  325: 

A.  does  not  eKeed  $670,000  shall  be 
the  greater  of  $25,000  or  120  percent  of 
their  net  capital  requirement. 

B.  exceeds  $670,000  sfuM  be  deter¬ 
mined  by  the  schelule  set  forth  in  para¬ 
graph  (e)  of  this  rule. 

(H)  Specific  coverage  for  such  mem¬ 
bers  and  member  organizations  shall  be 
as  follows: 


A.  Misplacement  and  Check  Forgery — 
the  amount  of  basic  bond  minimum  re¬ 
quirement. 

B.  Fraudulent  Trading  mot  required 
of  members  not  associated  with  a  mem¬ 
ber  organization  or  partnership  having 
no  employees — the  greater 'of  $25,000  or 
50  percent  of  the  basic  bond  minimum 
requirement,  up  to  $500,000. 

C.  Securities  Forgery — the  greater  of 
$25,000  or  25  percent  of  the  basic  bond 
minimum  requirement,  up  to  $250,000. 

(e>  Each  member  organization  which 
carriers  customers’  accounts  must  main¬ 
tain  minimum  coverage  as  follows: 

(i)  Minimum  basic  coverage  for  such 
member  organizations  shall  be  based  on 
their  net  capital  requirement  under  Rule 
325  as  follows: 


Basu.' 

Net  capital  requirement  r);intmum 

under  rule  325 :  <  overage 

•26,000  to  $50,000 .  $200,  000 

$50,001  to  $100,000 _  300,  000 

$100,001  to  $200,000 . 500,000 

$200,001  to  $300,000 _ -■ .  600.000 

$300,001  to  $500,000 . .  .  700,  000 

$500,001  to  $1,000,000 .  800.000 

$1,000,001  to  $2.000,000 . -  1,000,000 

$2,000,001  to  $3,000,000 . .  1, 500,  000 

$3,000,001  to  $4.000,000 . -  2,  000,  000 

$4,000,001  to  $6,000,000 _  3.  000,  000 

$6,000,001  to  $12.000,000 _  4,  000,  000 

$12,000,001  and  higher . .  5,000,000 


«ti)  Specific  coverages  for  such  mem¬ 
ber  organizations  shall  be  as  follows: 

A.  Misplacement  and  Check  Forgery — 
the  amount  of  the  ba.sic  bond  minimum 
requirement. 

B.  Fraudulent  Trading  (not  required 
of  partnerships  having  no  employees^  — 
the  greater  of  $160,000  or  50  percent  of 
the  basic  bond  minimum  requirement, 
up  to  $500,000. 

C.  Securities  Forgery — the  greater  of 
$100,000  or  25  percent  of  the  basic  bond 
minimum  requirement,  up  to  $250,000 

•  *  •  Supplementary  material : 

I  Partner  Coverage) 

1.10  Each  member  partnership  re¬ 
quired  to  maintain  minimum  net  capital 
under  Rule  325  must  have  a  fidelity  bond 
(Stockbrokers  Partnership  Bond)  cover¬ 
ing  general  partners.  The  form  of  bond 
developed  by  the  insurance  industry  in 
cooperation  with  the  Exchange  is  the 
only  form  which  has  been  sqiproved  by 
the  Exchange.  Specific  Exchange  ap¬ 
proval  is  required  for  any  variation  from 
the  form.] 

[The  required  minimum  coverage  of 
the  fidelity  bond  will  vary  jvith  the  type 
of  business  done  by  the  member  organi¬ 
zation  and  with  its  minimum  net  capital 
requirement.  These  minimum  coverages 
are  set  forth  below:] 

[Minimum 

[Type  of  Business)  Coverage) 

[1.  Firms  which  introduce  busi¬ 
ness  to  another  member  or¬ 
ganization  on  a  disclosed 
basis  but  do  not  carry 

accounts  *  *  *] _  ($100,000) 

[2.  Firms  which  carry  accounts 
for  or  do  a  principal  busi- 
ness  with  nonmembers.) _ 

[Net  capital  requirement ' 
under  rule  326 : ) 
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[Minimum 

coverage] 

($50,000  _ ($200,000 

$50,000  to  $100,000 _  300,  000 

$100,000  to  $200,000 _ 500,  000 

$200,000  to  $300,000 _  600,  000 

$300,000  to  $500,000 _ 700,  000 

$50t),000  to  $1,000,000 _  800,  000 

$1,000,000  to  $2,000,000 _  1,000,000 

$2,000,000  to  $3,000,000 _  1,  500,  000 

$3,000,000  to  $4,000,000 _  3.  000,  000 

$4,000,000  to  $6,000,000 _  3.  000,  000 

$6,000,000  to  $12,000,000 _  4,  000,  000 

$12,000,000  to  $25,000,000] _ 5,  000,  000] 

(*  The  highest  net  capital  requirement  dur¬ 
ing  the  preceding  12  months  will  govern.] 

[Blanket  Bond  Coverage] 

[11.  A.  Basic  Coverage.  Members  and 
member  organizations  subject  to  mini¬ 
mum  net  capital  under  Rule  325  are  re¬ 
quired  to  have  Brokers  Blanket  Bond 
coverage  in  amounts  not  less  than  the 
minimums  prescribed  above  which  apply 
both  to  partner  coverage  and  blanket 
bond  coverage.] 

[B.  Specific  Coverages.  In  addition  to 
this  basic  Brokers  Blanket  Bond  cover¬ 
age,  members  and  member  organizations 
are  required  to  include  the  following 
minimum  specific  coverages  with  respect 
to:  MISPLACEMENT,  FRAUDULENT 
TRADING "  CHECK  FORGERY  and  SE¬ 
CURITIES  FORGERY.] 

[1.  Individual  members  subject  to  net 
capital  requirements  who  introduce  ac¬ 
counts  on  a  disclosed  basis: 

Coverage:  At  least  $100,000  with  re¬ 
spect  to  each  of  the  above  categories.! 

[2.  Member  organizations  which  intro¬ 
duce  accounts  on  a  disclosed  basis: 

Coverage:  At  least  $100,000  with  re¬ 
spect  to  each  of  the  above  categories.] 

[3.  Member  organizations  which  either 

(a)  carry  accounts  $or  non-members  or 

(b)  do  a  principal  business  with  non¬ 
members: 

Coverage:  With  respect  to  MISPLACE¬ 
MENT  and  CHECK  FORGERY— at  least 
the  amount  of  the  basic  bond  minimum 
requirement.  With  respect  to  FRAUDU¬ 
LENT  TRADING— at  least  $100,000  or 
50%  of  the  basic  bond  minimum  require¬ 
ment,  whichever  is  greater,  up  to 
$500,000.  With  respect  to  SECURITIES 
FORGERY— at  least  $100,000  or  25%  of 
the  basic  bond  minimum  requirement, 
whichever  is  greater,  up  to  $250,000.1 

[General] 

.10  The  highest  net  capital  require¬ 
ment  during  the  preceding  twelve 
months,  based  upon  either  the  basic  or 
alternative  method  for  computing  net 
capital  requirements,  whichever  is  appli¬ 
cable,  shall  determine  the  minimum  re¬ 
quired  coverojge  for  the  succeeding  twelve 
month  period.  Required  coverojge  may  be 
redetermined  as  of  the  yearly  anniver¬ 
sary  date  of  the  bond.  If  a  replacement 
bond  becomes  necessary,  coverage  must 
be  redetermined  upon  issuance  of  such 
bond,  and  thereafter  such  coverave  shall 
be  redetermined  annually  as  of  the  an¬ 
niversary  date  of  the  replacement  bond. 


(‘  Fraudulent  trading  coverage  not  re¬ 
quired  of  Individual  members  or  partner¬ 
ships  having  no  employees.] 


.11  Each  member  and  member  organi¬ 
zation  will  be  expected  to  review  care¬ 
fully  any  need  for  coverage  greater  than 
that  provided  by  the  required  minimums. 
Where  experience  or  the  nature  of  the 
busiiiess  warrants  additional  coverage 
the  Exchange  expects  it  will  be  acquired. 
[the  member  organization  to  acquire  it.] 

.12  Each  member  and  member  organi¬ 
zation  [required  to  carry  the  above  forms 
of  insurance]  subject  to  this  rule  shall 
immediately  advise  the  Exchange  in 
writing  if  [such]  its  insurance  is  entirely 
or  partially  cancelled.  [Full  details 
should  be  given  in  writing.]  In  addition, 
each  bond  shall  contain  a  provision  that 
the  insurance  carrier  will  use  its  best 
efforts  to  notify  the  Exchange  in  the 
event  the  bond  is  cancelled,  terminated 
or  substantially  modified.* 

Purpose  of  Proposed  Rule  Change 

As  a  result  of  recently  adopted  amend¬ 
ments  to  the  SEC  and  NASD  fidelity 
bonding  requirements,  some  NYSE  mem¬ 
ber  organizations  must  effectively  carry 
greater  insurance,  with  its  commensur¬ 
ate  increased  premiums,  than  do  similar 
non-member  organizations  with  the 
same  minimum  net  capital  requirement. 
The  purpose  of  the  proposed  amend¬ 
ments  is  to  enable  members  and  member 
organizations  to  use  the  alternative  net 
capital  requirement  to  determine  mini¬ 
mum  bonding  coverage.  Since,  generally, 
the  alternative  method  results  In  a  re¬ 
duction  in  net  capital  requirements, 
members  and  member  organizations  will 
be  able  to  reduce  their  insurance  cover¬ 
age  if  they  so  elect.  Therefore,  the  con¬ 
comitant  premiums  will  be  more  con¬ 
sistent  with  those  paid  by  non-members. 

Furthermore,  because  the  business  na¬ 
ture  of  small  introducing  member  or- 
ganizat^ns  is  such  that  the  risks  to 
which  they  are  exposed  are  minimal, 
their  insurane  requirements  are  being 
reduced  from  $100,000  to  the  greater  of 
$25,000  or  120%  of  its  net  capital  re¬ 
quirement.  These  limits  are  comparable 
to  those  imposed  by  the  SEC  and  NASD. 

The  deductible  of  self-insurance  fea¬ 
ture  permitted  member,  organizations  is 
being  raised  from  5  percent  to  10  percent 
of  the  bond  requirement  with  a  maxi¬ 
mum  allowable  deductible  of  $500,000. 
Additionally,  the  charge  to  net  capital 
for  permissible  self-insurance  is  being 
eliminated. 

Extended  coverage,  both  basic  and 
specific,  will  still  be  required  for  limited 
partners  as  employees,  persons  in  a 
securities  or  kindred  business  in  which 
the  member  or  member  organization  has 
a  controlling  interest,  outside  organiza¬ 
tions  providing  electronic  date  processing 
services  and  the  handling  of  U.S.  Govern¬ 
ment  securities  in  bearer  form.  These 
provisions  are  designed  to  insure  ade¬ 
quate  protection  in  areas  where  the  po¬ 
tential  risk  is  significant. 


*  The  term  "substantially  modified'’  shall 
mean  any  change  in  the  type  or  amount  of 
fidelity  bonding  coverage,  or  in  the  exclu¬ 
sions  to  which  the  bond  is  subject,  or  any 
other  change  in  the  bond  such  that  it  no 
longer  complies  with  the  requirements  of 
this  rule. 


Basis  Under  the  Act  for  Proposed 
Changes 

The  proposed  amendments  to  Rule  319 
are  consistent  with  Sections  6(b)  (1)  and 
6(b)  (5)  of  the  Act  as  follows: 

They  carry  out  the  purposes  of  the 
act  by  establishing  minimum  require¬ 
ments  which  more  closely  parallel  the 
requirements  of  non-members  while 
providing  protection  for  customers  and 
the  public. 

They  will  contribute  to  the  protection 
of  investors  and  the  public  interest  in 
maintaining  standards  of  insurance 
commensurate  with  the  degree  of  poten¬ 
tial  risk  involved. 

Comments  Received  from  Members, 

Participants  or  Others  on  Proposed 

Rule  Change 

The  Exchange  solicited  comments  on 
the  proposed  amendments.  A  copy  of  the 
only  written  comment  received  is  at¬ 
tached. 

Burden  on  Competition 

There  will  be  no  burden  on  competi¬ 
tion  on  or  before  April  18,  1977  or 
within  such  longer  period  (i)  as  the  Com¬ 
mission  may  designate  up  to  90  days  of 
such  date  if  it  finds  such  longer  period 
to  be  appropriate  and  publishes  its  rea¬ 
sons  for  so  finding  or  (ii)  as  to  which 
the  above-mentioned  self -regulatory 
organization  cimsents,  the  Commi.ssion 
will: 

(A)  by  order  approve  such  proposed  rule 
change,  or 

(B)  institute  proceedings  to  determine 
whether  the  proposed  rule  change  should 
be  disapproved. 

Interested  persons  are  Invited  to  sub¬ 
mit  written  data,  views  and  arguments 
concerning  the  foregoing.  Persons  desir¬ 
ing  to  make  written  submissions  should 
file  6  copies  thereof  with  the  Secretary  of 
the  Commission,  Securities  and  Exchange 
Commission,  Washington,  D.C.  20549. 
Copies  of  the  filing  with  respect  to  the 
foregoing  and  all  written  submissions  will 
be  available  for  inspection  in  the  Public 
Reference  Room,  1100  “L”  Street,  N.W., 
Washington,  D.Cl.  Copies  of  such  filing 
will  also  be  available  for  Inspection  at  ttie 
principal  office  of  the  above-mentioned 
self-regulatory  organization.  All  sub¬ 
missions  should  refer  to  the  file  number 
referenced  in  the  caption  above  and 
should  be  submitted  on  or  before  April  14, 
1977. 

F\)r  the  Commission  by  the  Division  of 
Market  Regulation,  pursuant  to  dele¬ 
gated  authority. 

George  A.  Fitzsimmons, 
Secretary. 

March  16,  1977. 

[FR  Doc.77-8883  Filed  3-23-77;8:45  am] 


(File  No.  600-1] 

OLYMPIA  BREWING  CO. 
Suspension  of  Trading 

March  15,  1977. 

It  appearing  to  the  Securities  and  Ex¬ 
change  Commission  that  the  summary 
suspensicHi  of  trading  in  the  securities  of 
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Olympia  Brewing  Company  being  traded 
on  a  national  securities  exchange  or 
otherwise  is  required  in  the  public  inter¬ 
est  and  for  the  protection  of  investors; 

Therefore,  pursuant  to  Section  12(k) 
of  the  Securities  Exchange  Act  of  1934, 
trading  in  such  securities  mi  a  national 
securities  exchange  or  otherwise  is  sus¬ 
pended,  for  the  period  from  9:00  a.m. 
(EST)  on  March  15,  1977  through  March 
24,  1977. 

By  the  Commission. 

George  A.  Fitzsimmons, 
Secretary. 

[FR  E)oc.77-8871  Filed  3-23-77;8:45  am] 


[Rel.  No.  19934;  70-^5987] 

PENNSYLVANIA  ELECTRIC  CO. 

Proposed  Issue  and  Sale  of  Short-Term 
Notes  to  Banks 

March  16,  1977. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  Pennsyl¬ 
vania  Electric  Company  (“Penelec”), 
1001  Broad  Street,  Johnstown,  Pmnsyl- 
vania  15907,  an  electric  utility  subsidiary 
company  of  General  Public  Utihties  Cor- 
pxiratlon  (“GPU"),  a  registered  holding 
company,  has  filed  with  this  Commis¬ 
sion  an  applicatiMi  pursuant  to  the  Pub¬ 
lic  Utility  Holding  Company  Act  of  1935 
(“Act”)  designating  SectiMi  6(b)  there 
of  as  applicable  to  the  following  pro¬ 
posed  transaction.  All  interested  persons 
are  referred  to  the  application,  which  is 
summarized  below,  for  a  complete  state¬ 
ment  of  the  proposed  transaction. 

Penelec  requests  that,  for  the  period 
commencing  on  the  date  of  any  order 
granting  this  api^cation,  and  ending 
December  31,  1977,  it  be  permitted  from 
time  to  time  to  issue  or  renew  notes,  of  a 
maturity  of  nine  months  or  less,  evidenc¬ 
ing  short-term  bank  borrowings  provided 
that  the  aggregate  principal  amount  of 
such  notes  to  be  outstanding  at  anyone 
time  shall  not  exceed  the  lesser  of  (A) 
$92,000,000,  or  (B)  10  percent  of  the  sum 
of  (1)  ^e  principal  amount  of  Penelec's 
outstanding  first  mortgage  bonds  smd  de¬ 
bentures,  (ii)  the  par  values  of  Penelec’s 
outstanding  preferred  and  common 
stock,  and  (ill)  the  capital  surplus  of 
Penelec.  Said  aggregate  principal  amount 
shall  be  reduced  by  (1)  the  net  proceeds 
(which  are  estimated  at  $20,000,000)  re¬ 
ceived  by  Penelec  during  1977  from  the 
transfer  of  ownership  interests  in  certain 
nuclear  generating  stations  as  described 
in  the  separate  application  docketed  in 
Pile  No.  70-5951,  and  (2)  capital  contri¬ 
butions  received  by  Penelec  during  1977 
from  GPU  (which  are  estimated  at  $40.- 
000,000).  If  such  transfer  and  capital 
contributions  are  consumated,  Penelec 
expects  that  such  short-term  bank  bor¬ 
rowings  would  not  exceed  approximately 
$41,000,000. 

The  new  notes  will  bear  interest  at  a 
rate  not  exceeding  the  prime  rate,  which 
may  be  the  floating  rate  of  the  lending 
bank  for  conunercial  borrowing  at  the 
date  of  issue  of  such  note,  will  mature 
not  more  than  nine  months  from  the 
date  of  issue,  will  be  prepayable  at  any 
time  without  premium  and  will  not  be 
Issued  as  part  of  a  public  offering.  Al¬ 


though  no  commitments  or  agreements 
f(^  the  proposed  borrowings  have  been 
made,  Penelec  anticipates  that,  to  the  ex¬ 
tent  of  its  cash  needs,  borrowings  will  be 
effected  from  time  to  time  for  among  51 
designated  commercial  banks. 

It  is  stated  that  the  banks  generally 
require  compensating  balances  ranging 
from  a  minimum  of  10  percent  of  the 
line  of  credit  to  a  maximum  of  10  per¬ 
cent  of  the  line  plus  10  percent  of  tlie 
loan  outstanding.  Assuming  a  6(4  per¬ 
cent  prime  rate  and  a  20  percent  cMn- 
pensating  balance,  the  effective  interest 
rate  to  be  paid  by  Penelec  would  be  7.81 
percent. 

Penelec  proposes  to  use  the  proceeds  of 
the  short-term  loans  to  provide  fimds 
for  its  short-term  working  capital  re¬ 
quirements.  including  repayment  of  other 
short-term  borrowings,  and  to  provide  a 
temporary  source  of  funds  for  construc¬ 
tion  expenditures. 

It  is  stated  that  Penelec’s  expenses  in 
connection  with  the  proposed  transac¬ 
tion  will  be  approximately  $9,500,  includ¬ 
ing  legal  fees  of  approximately  $7,000. 
It  is  also  stated  that  no  state  commis¬ 
sion  and  no  federal  commission,  other 
than  this  Commission,  has  jurisdiction 
over  the  proposed  transaction. 

Notice  is  further  given  that  any  in¬ 
terested  person  may,  not  later  than  April 
12,  1977.  request  in  writing  that  a  hear¬ 
ing  be  held  on  such  matter,  stating  the 
nature  of  his  interest,  the  reasons  for 
such  request,  and  the  issues  of  fact  '^r 
law  raised  by  said  application  which  he 
desires  to  controvert;  or  he  may  request 
that  he  be  notified  if  the  Commission 
should  order  a  hearing  thereon.  Any  such 
request  should  be  addressed;  Secretary, 
Securities  and  Exchange  Commission. 
Washington,  D.C.  20549.  A  copy  of  such 
request  should  be  served  personally  or  by 
mail  upon  the  applicant  at  the  above- 
stated  address,  and  proof  of  service  (by 
afSdavit  or.  in  case  of  an  attorney  at  law, 
by  certificate)  should  be  filed  with  the 
request.  At  any  time  after  said  date,  the 
apidlcation,  as  filed  or  as  it  may  be 
amended,  may  be  granted  as  provided 
in  Rule  23  of  the  General  Rules  and  Reg¬ 
ulations  promulgated  under  the  Act,  or 
the  Commission  may  grant  exemption 
from  such  rules  as  provided  in  Rules 
20(a)  and  100  thereof  or  take  such  other 
action  as  it  may  deem  appropriate.  Per¬ 
sons  who  request  a  hearing  or  advice  as 
to  whether  a  hearing  is  ordered  will  re¬ 
ceive  any  notices  and  orders  issued  in 
this  matter,  including  the  date  of  the 
hearing  (if  ordered)  and  any  postpone¬ 
ments  thereof. 

For  the  Commission,  by  the  Division 
of  Corporate  Regulation,  pursuant  to 
delegated  authority. 

George  A.  Fitzsimmons. 

Secretary. 

[PR  Doc  77-S872  Filed  3-23-77;8:45  am] 


PHILADELPHIA  STOCK  EXCHANGE.  INC. 

Appliqstion  for  Unlisted  Trading  Privileges 
and  of  Opportunity  for  Hearing 

March  9,  1977. 

’The  Philadelphia  Stock  Exchange,  Inc. 
•  ’  PHT.X”'  has  filed  an  application  with 


the  Securities  and  Exchange  Commis¬ 
sion  pursuant  to  Section  12(f)(1)(C) 
of  the  Securities  and  Exchange  Act  of 
1934  (the  “Act’’)  and  Rule  12f-l  there- 
imder,  for  unlisted  trading  privileges 
in  the  securities  of  the  companies  as  set 
forth  below,  which  securities  are  reg- 
isterqid  with  the  Commission  pursuant 
to  Section  12  of  the  Act  or  which  w’ould 
be  required  to  be  so  registered  except 
for  the  exemption  from  registration 
provided  in  subsection  (g)(2)(B)  or  (g) 
(2)(G)  of  Section  12. 

American  Greetings  Corporation,  BUe  No. 
7^919,  Cla.<(s  A  Common  Stock,  $1.00  par 
value. 

Combined  Insurance  Company  of  Amer¬ 
ica,  Pile  No.  7-4920,  Common  Stock.  $100 
par  value. 

Kearney  &  Trecker  Corporation,  File  No. 
7  4921,  Common  Stock,  $2.00  par  value. 

Pennzoll  Offshore  Gas  Operators  Incorpo¬ 
rated,  File  No.  7  -4922,  Class  B  Ciommon 
Stock,  $100  par  value. 

In  a  letter  which  transmitted  the 
PHLX's  unlisted  trading  application  the 
Exchange  indicated  that  it  would  under¬ 
take  certain  modifications  of  its  rules 
which  “will  eliminate  anti-c(Mnpetitive 
I'estrictions  which  could  discriminate 
among  specialists,  dealers  and  market- 
makers.’’  Those  proposed  rule  changes 
have  been  submitted  to  the  Commission 
pursuant  to  Section  19(b)  of  the  Act. 
(File  No.  SR-PHLX-77-1) 

Upon  receipt  of  a  request  on  or  before 
April  15.  1977  from  any  Interested  per¬ 
son  the  Commission  will  determine 
whether  the  applicatiMi  with  respect  to 
the  cMnpany  named  shall  be  set  down 
for  hearing.  Any  such  request  should 
state  briefly  the  title  of  the  security  in 
which  tlie  party  is  interested,  the  na¬ 
ture  of  the  party’s  interest  in  making 
the  request,  and  the  position  which  the 
party  prMxises  to  take  at  the  hearing, 
if  ordered.  In  addition,  any  interested 
person  may  submit  his  views  or  any  addi¬ 
tional  facts  bearing  on  any  of  the  said 
applications  or  amendments  thereto  by 
means  of  a  letter  addressed  to  the  Sec¬ 
retary,  Securities  and  Exchange  Com¬ 
mission,  WashingtMi,  D.C.  20549  not 
later  than  the  date  specified.  If  no  one 
requests  a  hearing  with  respect  to  the 
application,  such  application  will  be  de¬ 
termined  by  order  of  the  Commission  on 
the  basis  of  the  facts  stated  therein  and 
other  information  CMitained  in  the  offi¬ 
cial  files  (ff  the  Commission  pertaining 
thereto. 

For  the  Commission,  by  the  Division  of 
Market  Regulation  pursuant  to  delegated 
authority. 

George  A.  Fitzsimmons. 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.77-8873  FUed  3-23-77;8:45  am] 


[Release  No.  34-13361;  File  No.  SB-PHLX 
77-11 

PHILADELPHIA  STOCK  EXCHANGE,  INC. 

Proposed  Rule  Chan^  by  Self-Regulatory 
Organization 

Pursuant  to  Section  19(b)(1)  of  the 
Securities  Exchange  Act  of  1934,  15 
U.S.C.  78s(b)  (1),  as  amended  by  Pub.  L. 
No.  C4  29,  16  (June  4,  1975),  notice  is 
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hereby  given  that  on  March  4,  1977,  the 
above-mentioned  self-regulatory  orga¬ 
nization  filed  with  the  Securities  and 
Ebcchange  Commission  a  proposed  rule 
change  as  follows: 

PHUCs  Statement  of  the  Terms  of 

Substance  of  the  Prch>06ed  Rules 

Changes 

The  Philadelphia  Stock  Exchange, 
Inc.  (PHLX)  proposes  By-Law  and  Rules 
amendments  relating  to  unlisted  trad¬ 
ing  privileges  in  securities  admitted  to 
dealings  under  Section  12(f)(1)(C)  of 
the  Seciulties  Exchange  Act  of  1934.  The 
category  includes  securities  registered 
under  Section  12  of  the  Act  or  exempt 
from  registration  under  Sections  12(g) 
(2)(B)  or  12(g)(2)(G)  and  nOt  listed 
and  registered  on  a  national  securities 
exchange.  The  text  of  the  proposed 
amendments  is  attached  as  Exhibit  A. 
Brackets  Indicate  deletions;  new  mate¬ 
rial  is  Italicized. 

The  Board  of  Governors,  on  Febru¬ 
ary  16,  1977,  approved  the  amendments 
to  Rules  132,  225  and  226.  No  further 
action  is  required  by  the  Ebcchange. 

The  Board,  on  the  same  date,  initially 
approved  the  amendments  to  By-Law 
18-9.  This  will  be  annoimced  to  the  mem¬ 
bership  as  required  imder  the  By-Laws. 
If  no  request  for  a  membership  vote  is 
received,  the  Board  will  vote  again  for 
their  adoption. 

PHLX’s  Statement  of  Basis  and 
PUBPOSB 

The  amendments  are  related  to  an 
application  by  the  Exchange  for  the  ex¬ 
tension  of  unlisted  trading  privileges  in 
securities  traded  over  the  counter  which 
are  registered  under  the  Act  or  exempt 
from  registration  imder  certain  specified 
sections,  and  which  are  not  listed  and 
registered  on  a  national  securities  ex¬ 
change.  They  are  required  for  compliance 
with  the  Act  and  to  extend  certain  basic 
market-nu^lng  rules  to  dealings  in  the 
above  category  of  securities. 

The  amendments  will  effect  compli¬ 
ance  with  the  stautory  standards  of 
Section  12(f)  (2)  of  the  Act. 

No  c(xnments  have  been  received  or 
solicited  except  on  an  oral  and  InformsJ 
basis  from  a  limited  number  of  persons 
who  have  expressed  Interest  in  the  con¬ 
cept. 

No  burden  on  ccxnpetition  will  be  im¬ 
posed  by  the  proposed  By-Laws  and 
Rules. 

On  or  before  April  18,  1977  or  within 
such  longer  period  (i)  as  the  Commis¬ 
sion  may  designate  up  to  90  days  of  such 
date  if  it  finds  such  longer  period  to  be 
appropriate  and  publishes  its  reasons  for 
so  finding,  or  (ii)  as  to  which  the  above- 
mentioned  self -regulatory  organization 
consents,  the  Commissi(xi  will: 

(a)  By  order  approve  such  proposed  rule 
change,  or 

(b)  Institute  proceedings  to  determine 
whether  the  proposed  By-Law  and  Rule 
Change  should  be  disapproved. 

Interested  persons  are  invited  to  sub¬ 
mit  written  data,  views  and  arguments 
concerning  the  foregoing.  Persons  desir¬ 
ing  to  make  written  submissions  should 


file  six  copies  thereof  with  the  Secretary 
of  the  Commission,  Securities  and  Ex¬ 
change  Commission,  Washlngtixi,  D.C. 
20549.  Copies  of  the  ffling  with  respect  to 
the  foregoing  and  of  all  written  submis¬ 
sions  will  be  available  for  inspection  aiul 
copying  in  the  Public  Reference  Room, 
1100  “L”  Street,  N.W.,  Washington,  D.C. 
Copies  of  such  filing  will  also  be  avail¬ 
able  for  inspection  and  copying  at  the 
principal  office  of  the  above-named  self- 
regulatory  organization.  All  submissions 
should  refer  to  the  file  number  referenced 
in  the  caption  above  and  should  be  sub¬ 
mitted  on  or  before  April  14, 1977. 

For  the  Commission  by  the  Division  of 
Market  Regulation,  pursuant  to  delegated 
authority. 

George  A.  Fitzsimmons, 
Secreta^. 

March  11.  1977. 

Exhibit  A  Fele  No.  SR-PHLX  77-1 

(Brackets  Indicate  Ddetlons;  new 
material  is  Italicized) 

BY-LAW  ESCTION  18-9 

March  1, 1977. 

Whenever  the  Board  of  Governors 
shall  determine  that  a  member,  member 
firm  or  member  corporation  effects 
transactions  outside  the  exchange  facil¬ 
ity  (except  on  another  national  securi¬ 
ties  exchsmge),  without  first  obtaining 
permission  of  this  Corporation,  such 
member,  member  firm  or  memb^  cor- 
poratlon  may  be  fined,  suspended  or 
expelled  as  the  Board  may  determine. 
This  section  is  subject  to  the  provisions 
of  Rule  19c-l  under  the  Securities  Ex¬ 
change  Act  of  1934  and  shall  not  apply 
to  any  security  admitted  to  unlisted 
trading  privileges  on  the  Exchange  pur¬ 
suant  to  Section  12{f)  (1)  (C)  of  said  Act. 

RULE  132,  SECTION  (H) 

The  provisions  of  this  Rule  shall  not 
apply  to  any  security  admitted  to  un¬ 
listed  trading  privileges  on  the  Exchange 
pursuant  to  Section  12if)(l)(C)  of  the 
Securities  Exchange  Act  of  1934, 

\ 

RULE  225,  TITLE  THEREOF 

Trading  in  Listed  Securities  in  which 
the  Primary  Market  Is  on  the  Phlladd- 
phia  Stock  Exchange,  Inc.,  and  in  Secur¬ 
ities  Admitted  to  Unlisted  Trading  Privi¬ 
leges  Pursuant  to  Section  12(f)  (1)  (C)  of 
the  Securities  Exchange  Act  of  1934. 

RULE  236.  TITLE  THEREOF 

Note:  The  title  of  Rule  226  also  coven 
Rule  226,  the  flnt  rule  dealing  with  odd  lots 
and  the  second  rule  dealing  with  round  lots. 

[PR  Doc.77-8884  PUed  3-23-77;8;46  am) 


[File  No.  500-1) 

STANCE  CO. 

Suspension  of  Trading 

March  15, 1977. 

It  appearing  to  the  Securities  and 
Exchange  Commission  that  the  summary 
suspension  of  trading  in  the  securities 
of  Stange  Company  being  traded  on  a 
national  securities  exchange  or  other¬ 


wise  is  required  in  the  public  interest 
and  for  the  protection  of  Investors; 

Therefore,  pursuant  to  Section  12(k) 
of  the  Securities  Exchange  Act  of  1934, 
trading  in  such  securities  on  a  national 
securities  exchange  or  otherwise  is  sus¬ 
pended,  for  the  period  from  9:00  am. 
(EST)  on  March  15, 1977  through  March 
24, 1977. 

By  the  Commission. 

George  A.  Fitzsimmons, 
Secretary. 

[PR  Doc.77-8874  Filed  3-23-77:8:46  am) 


SMALL  BUSINESS 
ADMINISTRATION 

[Proposal  No.  06/06-0117) 

CONTROL  DATA  CAPITAL  CORP. 

Application  for  a  License  as  a  Small 
Business  Investment  Company 

Notice  is  hereby  given  of  the  filing  of 
an  aj^llcation  with  the  Small  Buslnes.s 
Administration  (SBA)  pursuant  to  Sec¬ 
tion  107.102  of  the  SBA  Regulations  (13 
CFR  107.102  (1976))  by  Contrid  Data 
Capital  Corporation,  8100  34th  Avenue 
South,  Bloomington,  Minnesota  55420  for 
a  license  to  operate  as  a  small  business 
Investment  company  (SBIC)  under  the 
provisions  of  the  Small  Business  Invest¬ 
ment  Act  of  1958  (the  Act),  as  amended 
(15  UB.C.  661etseq.). 

The  proposed  oncers,  directors  and 
shareholders  are: 


Name  and  address  Title  or  relationship  Percent  of 

ownerstitp 


Edward  E. 
Strickland,  6935 
Christmas  Lake 
Rd.,  Excelsior, 
Minn.  66331. 
Robert  B.  Hawkius, 
IS  Spring  Farm 
Lane,  St.  Paul, 
Minn.  66110. 
Philip  J.  Bifolk, 
2106  THmmy  Bt., 
St.  Pa^,  Minn. 
65120. 

Control  Data  Corp., 
8100  84th  Ave. 
Booth,  Blooming¬ 
ton,  Minn.  55420. 


President,  director.. 

Becretary-TVcasurer, 

Director. 

Director . 

Shareholder..  ..  . 


0 


0 

0 

100 


Contrtd  Data  Corporation  and  its  con¬ 
solidated  subsidiaries  are  principally  en¬ 
gaged  in  the  computer  services,  computer 
systems  and  peripheral  products  business 
on  a  world-wide  basis. 

Through  its  officers  and  directors  and 
through  its  parent  company,  control  Data 
Corporation,  the  Applicant  will  meet 
the  particular  need  for  a  small  business 
investment  company  possessing  experi¬ 
ence  and  background  in  technologically 
intensive  industries  and  thereby  an 
understanding  and  appreciation  of  the 
business  of  technologically  intensive 
small  business  concerns. 

Hie  Applicant  will  begin  (Hierations 
with  a  capitalization  of  $1,000,000  and 
will  be  a  source  of  equity  capital  and 
long  term  loan  funds  for  qualified  small 
business  concerns.  In  addition,  the  Ap¬ 
plicant  will  offer  management  consult¬ 
ing  services  to  qualified  small  business 
concerns. 
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Matters  Involved  in  SBA’s  considera¬ 
tion  of  the  apidicatian  Include  the  gen¬ 
eral  business  reputation  and  character 
of  the  proposed  owner  and  management, 
and  the  probability  of  successful  opoa- 
tions  of  the  new  company  imder  their 
management,  including  adequate  prof¬ 
itability  and  financial  soundness,  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  the  Act  and  Regulations. 

Notice  is  further  given  that  any  per¬ 
son  may,  not  later  than  April  8,  1977, 
submit  written  conunents  on  the  pro¬ 
posed  8BIC  to  the  Deputy  Associate  Ad¬ 
ministrator  for  Investment.  Small  Busi¬ 
ness  Administration.  1441  “L”  Street 
NW..  Washington.  D.C. 

A  copy  of  this  Notice  will  be  published 
in  a  newspaper  of  general  circulation  in 
Bloomington,  Minnesota. 

(Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  A:'.ststance  Pro¬ 
gram  No.  59.011,  Small  Business  Investment 
Companies.) 

Dated:  March  17, 1977. 

Peter  P.  McNeish, 
Deputy  Associate  Administrator 
for  Investment. 

(PR  Doc  77-8723  Piled  3-23-77;8:45  am) 


PITTSBURGH  DISTRICT  ADVISORY 
COUNCIL 

Public  Meeting 

The  Small  Business  Administration 
Pittsburgh  District  Advisory  Council  will 
hold  a  public  meeting  at  9:00  a.m.,  Wed¬ 
nesday,  April  13,  1977,  at  the  William 
Penn  Hotel,  Grant  Street.  Pittsburgh, 
Pennsylvania,  to  discuss  such  matters  as 
may  be  presented  by  members,  staff  of 
the  Small  Business  Administration,  or 
others  present.  For  further  information, 
write  or  call  Jack  C.  Forbes,  District  Di¬ 
rector,  U.S.  Small  Business  Administra¬ 
tion,  1401  Federal  Building.  1000  Liberty 
Avenue,  Pittsburgh,  Pennsylvania  15222 
(412)  644-2784. 

Dated:  March  18, 1977. 

Anthony  S.  Stasio, 
Acting  Assistant  Administrator 
for  Advocacy  and  Public 
Communications. 

(PR  Doc.77-8724  Filed  3-23-77.8:45  am) 


SALT  LAKE  CITY  DISTRICT  ADVISORY 
COUNCIL 

Change  of  Public  Meeting  Date 

The  Small  Business  Administration 
Salt  Lake  City  District  Advisory  Coim- 
cil  has  changed  the  date  of  its  public 
meeting  from  9:30*  a.m..  Friday,  April 
15,  1977  to  9:30  a.m.,  Friday,  April  22, 
1977,  in  the  Conference  Room  of  the 
Chamber  of  Commerce,  52  West  2nd 
North,  Logan,  Utah,  to  discuss  such 
matters  as  may  be  presented  by  mem¬ 
bers,  staff  of  the  Small  Business  Admin¬ 
istration,  or  others  present.  For  further 
information,  write  or  call  Clair  R. 
H<H)kins,  District  Director,  U.S.  Small 


Business  Administration.  2237  Federal 
Building,  125  South  State  Street,  Salt 
Lake  City,  Utah  84138,  (801)  524-5804. 

Dated:  March  17, 1977. 

Anthony  S.  Stasio, 
Acting  Assistant  Administrator 
or  Advocacy  and  Public  Com¬ 
munications. 

(PR  Doc.77-8725  Piled  3-23  77; 8: 45  am] 


(License  No.  04  04-0125) 

DESOTA  CAPITAL  CORP. 

Filing  of  Application  for  License  as  Small 
Business  Investment  Company  (SBIC) 

Correction 

In  FR  Doc.  77-7667,  appearing  on  page 
14797,  in  the  issue  of  Wednesday,  March 
16,  1977,  in  the  last  paragraph  in  the 
first  column,  the  date  should  read: 
‘•March  31. 1977". 


(License  No.  02/02-0151  ] 

FAIRFIELD  EQUITY  CORP. 

Filing  of  Application  for  Approval  of 
Conflict  of  Interest  Transaction 

Correction 

In  FR  Doc.  77-7664.  appearing  on  page 
14797,  in  the  issue  of  Wednesday,  March 
16.  1977,  in  the  penultimate  paragraph 
of  the  document,  the  date  should  read: 
“March  31, 1977". 

(License  No.  02.  02-0320) 

MDC  CAPITAL  CORP. 

Issuance  of  License  To  Operate  as  a  Small 
Business  Investment  Company 

On  January  12,  1977,  a  notice  was 
published  in  the  Federal  Register  that 
MDC  Capital  Corporation,  26  Spring- 
dale  Ro^,  Cherry  Hill,  New  Jersey 
08003,  had  filed  an  Acgilicatlan  with  the 
Small  Business  Administration  (SBA) 
pursuant  to  13  CFR  107.102  (1976)  for  a 
license  to  operate  as  a  small  business 
investment  company. 

Interested  parties  were  given  until  the 
close  of  business  on  January  27.  1977,  to 
submit  written  comments  on  the  Appli¬ 
cation  to  SBA. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  no  aTit- 
ten  comments  were  received,  and  having 
considered  the  Aptrfication  and  all  other 
pertinent  information,  the  SBA  ap¬ 
proved  the  issuance  of  License  No.  02/ 
02-0320  on  March  10.  1977,  to  MDC  Cap¬ 
ital  Corporation,  pursuant  to  Section 
301(c)  of  the  Small  Business  Investment 
Act  of  1958,  as  amended. 

(Catalogue  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance 
Program  No.  59.011,  Small  Business  Invest¬ 
ment  Companies) 

Dated:  March  17, 1977. 

Peter  F.  McNeish, 
Deputy  Associate  Administrator 
for  Investment. 

(PR  DOC.T7-8822  Filed  3-23-77; 8: 45^1  , 


(Declaration  of  Disaster  Loan  Area 
No.  1281;  Arndt.  2) 

MINNESOTA 

Declaration  of  Disaster  Loan  Area 

The  above  numbered  Declaration  (See 
42  FR  3944  and  42  FR  15392),  amend¬ 
ment  No.  1  is  amended  by  extending  the 
filing  date  for  physical  damage  until  the 
close  of  business  on  April  18,  1977,  and 
for  econtxnic  injury  until  the  close  of 
business  on  November  18,  1977. 

Dated:  March  15. 1977. 

Roger  H.  Jones, 
Acting  Administrator. 

)  PR  Doc  77-8821  PUed  3-23-77;8‘.45  am) 


PHILADELPHIA  DISTRICT  ADVISORY 

COUNCIL 

Meeting 

The  Small  Business  Administration 
Philadelphia  District  Advisory  Council 
will  hold  a  public  meeting  at  9:30  ajn., 
Thursday,  April  21,  1977,  at  the  Holiday 
Inn  of  Lansdale,  Sumneytown  Pike, 
Kulpsville,  Pennsylvania,  to  discuss  such 
matters  as  may  be  presented  by  mem¬ 
bers,  staff  of  the  Small  Business  Admin¬ 
istration,  or  others  prcsrait  For  further 
information,  write  or  call  William  B. 
Patterson,  District  Director,  Philadel¬ 
phia  District  OfiBce,  Suite  400-East  Lob¬ 
by,  One  Bala  C^ynw^'d  Plaza,  Bala  Cyn- 
wyd,  Pennsylvania  19004,  (215  )  596-5801. 

Dated:  March  17, 1977. 

Anthony  S.  Stasio, 
Acting  Assistant  Administrator 
for  Advocacy  and  Public  Com¬ 
munications. 

(FR  Doc.77-8823  Pled  3-23-77; 8: 45  am) 


SAN  DIEGO  DISTRICT  ADVISORY  COUNCIL 
Meeting 

The  Small  Business  Administration 
San  Diego  District  Advisory  Council  will 
hold  a  public  meeting  at  10:00  a.m., 
Thursday,  April  21,  1977,  in  the  ctmfer- 
ence  room  of  the  Small  Business  Admin¬ 
istration,  Room  4-S-33,  to  discuss  such 
matters  as  may  be  presented  by  mem¬ 
bers,  staff  of  the  Small  Business  Admin¬ 
istration,  or  others  present.  For  further 
informati(Mi,  write  or  call  Fred  D.  Ser- 
gent,  District  Director.  UJS.  Small  Busi¬ 
ness  Administration.  U.S.  Federal  Build¬ 
ing,  880  Front  Street,  Suite  4-S-33,  San 
Diego,  California  92188,  (714)  895-5430. 

Dated:  March  17, 1977. 

Anthony  S.  Stasio, 
Acting  Assistant  Administrator 
for  Advocacy  and  Public 
Communications, 

(FR  Doc.77-8824  Filed  3-23-77;8:45  am] 
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NOTICES 


DEPARTMENT  OF  STATE 

Agency  for  International  Development 

INTERNATIONAL  FOOD  AND 
AGRICULTURAL  DEVELOPMENT  BOARD 

Meeting 

Pursuant  to  Executive  Order  11769 
and  the  provisions  of  section  10(a),  (2), 
Pub.  L.  92-463,  Federal  Advisory  Com¬ 
mittee  Act,  notice  is  hereby  given  of  the 
seventh  meeting  of  the  Board  for  Inter¬ 
national  Food  and  Agricultural  Devel¬ 
opment  on  April  11, 1977.  The  purpose  of 
the  meeting  is  to  review  the  guidelines 
for  AJ.D.,  Foreign  Institution  and  Uni¬ 
versity  involvement  in  Title  XII:  review 
Joint  Committee  Activities;  receive  a 
progress  report  on  establishing  univer¬ 
sity  eligibility;  and  review  the  coopera¬ 
tion  with  International  Agricultural 
Centers. 

The  meeting  will  begin  at  9  am.  and 
adjourn  at  5:30  p.m.,  and  will  meet  in 
Room  1107,  U.S.  Department  of  State, 
21st  and  Virginia  Avenue.  The  meeting 
Is  o];>en  to  the  public.  Dr.  Erven  J.  Long, 
Associate  Assistant  Administrator  is 
designated  as  the  Federal  OfBcer  at  the 
meeting.  It  Is  suggested  that  those  de¬ 
siring  more  specific  information  contact 
him  at  the  Agency  for  International  De¬ 
velopment,  21st  and  Virginia  Avenue, 
NW.,  Washington,  D.C^  20523  or  call 
area  code  703-235-8956. 

Dated:  March  21, 1977. 

Erven  J.  Long, 

Federal  Offlcer,  Board  for  /»- 
temational  Food  and  Agri- 
evUural  Development. 

|PR  Doc.77-8880  PUed  3-28-77;8;46  am] 


ANNUAL  REVIEW  OF  ADVISORY 
COMMITTEES 

Request  for  Public  Recommendations  and 
Comments 

The  Agency  for  International  Devdop- 
ment  is  currently  conducting  the  Annual 
Comprehensive  Review  of  the  Federal 
Advl^ry  Cmnmittees  for  which  it  has 
responsibility.  The  purpose  of  this  review 
is  to  determine  whether  to  continue, 
merge,  terminate  or  revise  the  responsi¬ 
bilities  of  any  of  these  advisory 
ccmunlttees. 

CTurrent  A.ID.  advisory  committees 
are:  The  Advisory  Committee  on  Volun¬ 
tary  Foreign  Aid;  the  A.I.D.  Research  Ad¬ 
visory  Committ^;  the  Agricultural  and 
Rural  Sector  Plaiming  Advisory  Com¬ 
mittee;  the  Board  for  IntematicHial  Food 
and  Agricultural  Development;  and.  the 
Engineering.  Architectural  and  Con- 
.struction  Industry  Advisory  Committee. 

The  Agency  seeks  public  participation 
in  the  annual  review  process,  and  in  pur¬ 
suit  of  this  objective,  Is  inviting  cmn- 
ments  and  recommendations  from  all  in¬ 
terested  persons  and  groups  regarding 
any  of  these  advisory  committees.  Ccxn- 
ments  should  be  submitted  to  A.IJ).  in 
writing  no  later  than  April  4,  1977,  in 
order  to  insiu^  their  consideration  prior 
to  submission  of  the  Agency’s  report  on 
the  Annual  Review  to  the  President;  and 
should  be-addressed  to:  Richard  P.  Cal¬ 


houn,  Advisory  Committee  Management 
OfBcer,  Agency  for  Intemational  De¬ 
velopment,  OflBce  of  Managonent  Plan¬ 
ning,  Washington,  D.C.  20523. 

Dated:  March  21, 1977. 

John  F.  Owens, 
Acting  Assistant  Administrator, 
Bureau  for  Program  and 
Management  Services. 

|PR  Doc.77  8836  Piled  S-23-77;8:46  am) 


Office  of  the  Secretary 

IPiiblic  Notice  CM-7,  43) 

STUDY  GROUP  5  OF  THE  U.S.  NATIONAL 

COMMITTEE  OF  THE  INTERNATIONAL 

TELEGRAPH  AND  TELEPHONE  CONSUL¬ 
TATIVE  COMMITTEE  (CCITT) 

Meeting 

The  Department  of  State  announces 
that 'Study  Group  5  of  the  UJ3.  CCITT 
National  Committee  will  meet  on  April 
13,  1977,  at  10:30  am.  In  the  “Forum” 
Conference  Room  of  the  OflBce  of  Tele¬ 
communications,  Department  of  Com¬ 
merce,  1325  O  Street,  N.W.,  Washing¬ 
ton,  D.C.  This  Study  Group  deals  with 
matters  In  telecommunications  relating 
to  the  development  of  the  International 
digital  data  transmission  services. 

The  agenda  for  the  April  13  meeting 
will  Include  consideration  of  the  fol¬ 
lowing:  1.  Final  considerations  and  prep¬ 
aration  for  the  April  18,  1977  meeting 
of  the  CCITT  Study  Group  vn  rap- 
porteiu*  on  a  niunberlng  plan  for  public 
data  networks. 

2.  Final  considerations  and  prepara- 
tion  for  the  meetings  of  CCITT  Study 
Groups  vn  (April  19-26,  1977)  and 
xvn  (April  27-May  3, 1977),  which  deal 
with  data  networks  and  data  transmis¬ 
sion  systems,  respectively. 

3.  Other  business. 

Members  of  the  general  public  who 
desire  to  attend  the  meeting  on  April 
13  will  be  admitted  up  to  the  limit  of 
the  meeting  room. 

Dated:  March  14.  1977. 

Arthur  L.  Freeman, 

Chairman, 

U.S.  National  Committee. 

I FR  Doc.77  -8856  PUed  S-23-77;8:45  am] 


[Public  Notice  CM-7/ 44) 

STUDY  GROUP  1  OF  THE  U.S.  NATIONAL 
COMMITTEE  OF  THE  INTERNATIONAL 
TELEGRAPH  AND  TELEPHONE  CONSUL¬ 
TATIVE  COMMITTEE  (CCITT) 

Meeting 

The  Department  of  State  announces 
that  Study  Group  1  of  the  U.S.  CCriT 
National  Committee  will  meet  on  April 
14,  1977  at  10  a.m.  In  Room  511  of  the 
Federal  Communications  Commission, 
1919  M  Street.  N.W.,  Washington,  D.C. 
ITiis  Study  Group  deals  with  U.S.  Gov¬ 
ernment  regulatory  aspects  of  Inter¬ 
national  telegraph  and  telephone  opera¬ 
tions  and  tariffs. 

The  Study  Group  will  discuss  ques¬ 
tions  relating  to  general  tariff  principles 
in  intemational  telecommunications 


relations,  and  consider  the  development 
of  UJS.  positions  to  be  taken  at  an  inter¬ 
national  CCITT  meeting  now  scheduled 
for  April  27-May  3,  1977  in  Geneva, 
Switzerland. 

Members  of  the  general  public  may 
attend  the  meeting  and  Join  in  the  dis¬ 
cussion  subject  to  the  instructions  of 
the  Chairman.  Admittance  of  public 
members  will  be  limited  to  the  seating 
available. 

Dated:  March  14,  1977. 

Arthur  L.  Freeman, 

Chairman, 

V.S.  CCITT  National  Committee. 

(PR  Doc.77-8866  PUed  3-23-77;8:45  am) 


TENNESSEE  VALLEY 
AUTHORITY 

[Meeting  No.  1171) 

BOARD  OF  DIRECTORS 
Meeting 

The  Board  of  Directors  of  the  Ten¬ 
nessee  Valley  Authority  will  hold  a  meet¬ 
ing  beginning  at  10:30  a.m.,  Hiursday, 
March  24,  1977,  in  Conference  Room  B- 
32,  West  Tower,  400  Commerce  Avenue, 
Knoxville,  Tennessee  37902  to  con.'iider 
the  matters  listed  below. 

AH  of  this  meeting  shall  be  open  to 
public  observation. 

Mr.  John  Van  Mol,  Director  of  Infor¬ 
mation,  or  a  member  of  his  staff  can 
respond  to  requests  for  information 
about  this  meeting.  Call  615-632-3257, 
Knoxville,  Tennessee,  information  is  also 
available  at  TVA’s  Washington  OflBce, 
202-343-4537. 

Proposed  Agenda 

A — Personnel  actions — None. 

B — Consulting  and  personal  service  con¬ 
tracts:  1.  Renewal  of  consulting  contract 
with  John  T.  Boyd  Company,  Pittsburgh, 
Pennsylvania — Office  of  Power. 

3.  Renewal  of  consulting  contract  with  Ro¬ 
land  A.  Kampmeler,  Chattanooga.  Tennes¬ 
see — Office  of  Power. 

C — ^Purchase  awards:  l.  Req.  No.  821779 
Traveling  water  screens  for  proposed  Hart.>.'- 
vllle  and  Phipps  Bend  Nuclear  Plants. 

2.  Req.  No.  821476 — Equipment  access  doors 
for  Bellefonte  Nuclear  Plant. 

3.  Negotiation  No.  821085 — Condenser  cool¬ 
ing  water  conduits  for  proposed  Hartsvllle 
Nuclear  Plants. 

4.  Req.  No.  539697  (reissue) — (Concrete 
mixing  plant  for  proposed  Phipps  Bend  Nu¬ 
clear  Plant. 

6.  Amendment  to  contract  71C62-64114  2 
with  Babcock  and  Wilcox  Company  for  nu¬ 
clear  steam  supply  systems  for  Bellefonte 
Nuclear  Plant.  Units  1  and  2. 

6.  Req.  No.  821070 — ^Heat'  exchangers  for 
proposed  Hart-svllle  and  Phipps  Bend  Nu¬ 
clear  Plants. 

7.  Resolution  relating  to  rejection  of  bids 
received  in  response  to  Invitation  No.  3- 
820820  for  solenoid  valves  for  proposed 
Hartsvllle  and  Phipps  Bend  Nuclear  Plants. 

8.  Amendment  to  contract  71C38-82615 
with  National  Valve  and  Manufacturing 
Company,  Pittsburgh,  Pennsylvania,  for 
principal  piping  systems  and  appurtenances 
for  Sequoyah  Nuclear  Plant,  Units  1  and  2. 

D — ^Project  authorizations;  1.  No.  8230 — 
Home  Insulation  program  for  the  TVA  area. 

2.  No.  23217 — ^Participation  In  oocumnt 
scrubber  test  project  with  Electric  Power  Re¬ 
search  Institute. 
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3.  No.  3213 — Installation  of  new  drf  fly'* 
asb  storage  and  loading  system  at  the  Oalla- 
ttn  Steam  Plant. 

4.  No.  3214 — R^lacement  of  pyrlte  remoT* 
al  system  for  Colbert  Steam  Plant  Unit  6. 

5.  No.  3216 — Replacement  oi  ooal-end  air 
preheater  in  Paradise  Steam  Plant  Unit  S. 

E — Fertilizer  Items — None. 

F — Power  Items:  1.  New  power  contract 
with  the  City  of  New  Albany,  Mississippi. 

G — Real  property  transactions:  1.  Resolu¬ 
tion  designating  approximately  63.3  acres  of 
land  in  Henderson  County,  Tennessee,  as 
surplus  and  for  sale  at  public  auction  (tract 
XGIR-898) — Kentucky  Reservoir. 

2.  Resolution  designating  approximately 
7.23  acres  of  land  in  Limestone  County,  Ala¬ 
bama.  as  surplus  and  for  sale  at  public  auc¬ 
tion  (tract  XWR-611) — Wheeler  Reserroir. 

3.  Resolution  designating  66  acres  of  land 
in  Franklin  Coimty,  Tennessee,  as  surplus 
and  for  sale  at  public  auction  (tract  XTMFR- 
6) — Tims  Ford  Reservoir. 

4.  Resolutl(m  relating  to  lease  agreement 
with  Chickamauga  Marina,  Inc. — Chlcka- 
mauga  Boat  Harbor. 

H — Unclassified:  1.  Amendment  to  agree¬ 
ment  with  Association  of  Consulting  Forest¬ 
ers.  Wake,  Vlrglnlar— establishment  of  a  for¬ 
est  management  consultant  program. 

2.  Resolution  relating  to  payment  from 
power  proceeds  for  fiscal  year  1077  and  the 
transition  quarter  to  the  Treasmr  of  the 
United  States  pursuant  to  Section  26  at  the 
TVA  Act. 

3.  Agreement  with  the  Town  of  Big  Stone 
Oap,  Virginia,  relating  to  a  community  re¬ 
development  program. 

Dated:  March  17, 1977. 

Lynn  Seeber, 

•  General  Manager. 

(FR  Doc.77-8857  Filed  3-23-77:8:45  am] 


DEPARTMENT  OF 
TRANSPORTATION 

RADIO  TECHNICAL  COMMISSION  FOR 
AERONAUTICS  (RTCA)  SPECIAL  COM¬ 
MITTEE  133-AIRBORNE  WEATHER  AND 
GROUND  MAPPING  PULSED  RADARS 

Meeting 

•  Pursuant  to  section  10(a)  (2)  of  the 
Federal  Advisory  Committee  Act  (Pub. 
L.  92-463;  5  U.S.C.  App.  1)  notice  is 
hereby  given  of  a  meeting  of  the  RTXUA 
Special  Committee  133-Airbome 
Weather  and  Ground  Mapping  Pulsed 
Radars  to  be  held  April  20-21,  1977, 
RTCA  Conference  Ro^  261,  1717  H 
Street  NW.,  Washington,  D.C.,  CMn- 
mencing  at  9:30  a.m.  The  Agenda  for 
this  meeting  is  a  follows;  (1)  Chair¬ 
man’s  Comments;  (2)  Briefing  on  RTCA 
Committee  Brochures;  (3)  Review  of 
Committee  Terms  of  Reference;  (4)  Re¬ 
view  of  RTCA  Document  DO-134  “Mini¬ 
mum  Performance  Standards-Alrbome 
Weather  and  Ground  Mapping  Pulsed 
Radars”;  and  (5)  Assignment  of  Tasks. 

Attendance  is  open  to  the  interested 
public  but  limited  to  space  available. 
With  the  aM>roval  of  the  Chairman, 
members  of  the  public  may  present  oral 
statements  at  the  hearing.  Persons 
wishing  to  attend  and  persons  wishing  to 
present  oral  statements  should  notify, 
not  later  than  the  day  before  the  meet¬ 
ing,  and  information  may  be  obtained 
from.  RTCA  Secretariat,  1717  H  Street 
NW,.  Washington,  D.C.  20006;  (202) 
296-^484.  Any  member  of  the  public  may 


present  a  written  statement  to  the  com¬ 
mittee  at  any  time. 

Issued  In  Washington,  D.C.  on  March 
17. 1977. 

Karl  P.  Bierach. 
Designated  Officer. 
IFR  Doc.  77-8742  Filed  3-23-77:8:45  am] 


Materials  Transportation  Bureau 
CONTAINER  CORP.  OF  AMERICA  ET  AL 
Exemption  Applications 

AGENCY;  Materials  Transportation  Bu¬ 
reau.  DOT, 

ACTION:  List  of  Applications  for  re¬ 
newal  of  Exemption  or  Application  to 
Become  a  Party  to  an  Exemption. 

SUMMARY :  In  accordance  with  the  pro¬ 
cedures  governing  the  £H>Plicatlon  for. 
and  the  processing  of,  exemptions  from 
the  Department  of  Transportation’s 
Ha^rdous  Materials  Regulations  (49 
CPR  Part  107,  Subpart  B),  notice  Is 
hereby  given  that  the  0£Dce  of  Hazard¬ 
ous  Idaterlals  Operations  of  the  Mate¬ 
rials  Transportation  Bureau  has  re¬ 
ceived  the  applications  described  here¬ 
in.  Normally,  the  modes  of  transporta- 
ti(xi  would  be  Identified  and  the  nature 
of  application  would  be  described,  as  In 
past  publications.  However,  this  notice 
is  abbreviated  to  expedite  docketing  and 
public  notice.  These  applications  have 
been  separated  fnxn  the  new  applica¬ 
tions  for  exemptions  because  they  repre¬ 
sent  the  large  majority  of  applications 
awaiting  disposition. 

DATES:  Comments  by:  April  8, 1977. 

ADDRESSED  TO:  Section  of  Dockets, 
Office  oi  Hazardous  Materials  Opera¬ 
tions,  Department  of  Transportation, 
Washington,  D.C.  20590.  Gmnments 
should  refer  to  the  application  number 
and  be  submitted  in  triplicate. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION:  C<Hn- 
plete  copies  of  the  applications  are  avail¬ 
able  for  inspection  and  copying  at  the 
Public  Docket  Ro(»n,  Office  of  Hazard¬ 
ous  Materials  Operations,  Department 
of  Transportation,  Room  6500,  Trans 
Point  BuUding,  2100  Second  Street,  S.W., 
Washington,  D.C. 


Applir*- 

tion 

No. 

Applicant 

Renewal 
of  special 
permit  or 
exemption 

299e-X 

Ireoo  Chemicals,  Salt  Lake 
City,  Utah 

2098 

4II1-X 

Container  Corp-  of  America, 
Wilmington,  Del. 

4111 

6038  X 

MAT  Chemicals  Inc.,  Booth 
.'tan  Francisco,  Calif. 

.5038 

«2S3  X 

Johnson  Scan  Star  (Nm’th 
America),  San  Franciso. 
Calif. 

8253 

6K>t-X 

Mitchell-Biadford  Chemical 
Co.,  Inc.,  Milford,  Conn. 

6651 

8828-X 

Atlantic  Research  Corp., 
Gainesville,  Va. 

6838 

C883-.X 

Olympic  Manufacturing  Co., 
Atlanta,  Ua. 

6883 

70t9-X 

Hooker  Chemicals  &  nasties 
Corp.,  Niagara  Fall,  N.Y. 

7019 

7064 -X 

Hercules  Inc.,  Wilmington, 
Del. 

7084 

7S11-X 

Eerr-McGee  Chemical  Corp., 
Oklahoma  City,  Okla. 

7311 

7tll-X 

SiaA)  Flying  Service.  Inc., 
Santa  Rosa.  Calif. 

7231 

AppUca- 

Renewal 

tion 

•LppHcant 

of  special 

No. 

per^t  or 
exemption 

7»1-X 

American  Cyaiuunid  Co., 

7331 

Wayne,  N.J. 

7330-X 

Atlas  Powder  Co.,  Dallas. 

7->»l 

Tex. 

7258  X 

State  Industries.  Inc.,  Ash- 

725^2 

land  City,  Tenn. 

7259-X 

Stauffer  Chemical  Co.,  West- 

72.59 

port.  Conn. 

7288  X 

Uiflon  Carbide  Corp.,  Tarry- 

72tV8 

town,  N.Y. 

7423-X 

Dow  Chemical  Co.,  Freeport, 

7423 

Tei. 

7513-X 

Burdett  Oxygen  Co.,  Norris- 

7.513 

town.  Pa. 

7885-X 

Phillips  Petroleum  Co.,  La- 

766.5 

fayette.  La. 

4188  P 

48»r-P 

Liquid  Carbouic  Corp., 
Chicago,  Ill. 

Valley  Nitrogen  Producers, 

4168 

4897 

Inc.,  Fresno*  Calif. 

5248  P 

OenerM  Electric  Co.,  San 

5248 

Joss,  Calif. 

5852-P 

Brooklyn  Union  Gas,  Brook¬ 
lyn,  N.Y. 

58.52 

80I4-P 

Cryodyne  Corp.,  Danbury, 

6016 

Conn. 

eoi8-p 

Eankakes  Welding  A  Supply 
Co.,  Kankakea  Ill. 

Northern  Petrochemical  Co., 

6016 

ao3»-p 

eos-.) 

Des  Plaines,  lU. 

8118-P 

Brooklyn  Union  Gas,  Brook¬ 
lyn.  N.Y. 

6113 

8146-P 

Union  Carbide  Corp.,  Tarry- 

614.5 

town.  N.Y. 

816S-P 

In^^ool  Ltd.,  New  York, 

62.53 

8538  P 

•  Coleman  Co.,  Inc.,  Wichita, 

6,538 

Kan. 

ICI  United  States  Inc., 

A5<.t3 

6593  P 

Wilmington,  Del. 

6887 -P 

Arnold  Palmer  Aviation, 

6687 

8758 -P 

Youngstown,  Pa. 

Pla-stican  Inc.,  Leominster, 

6758 

Ma-ss. 

6826  P 

Vought  Corp.,  Dallas,  Tex. . . 
In^^ool  Ltd.,  New  York, 

6826 

6858  P 

68.58 

7005  P  ■ 

Dow  Chemical  Co.,  Midland, 

7005 

Mich. 

7067-P 

Plant  Products  Corp.,  Blue 

7097 

Point,  Long  bland,  N.Y. 

7423  P 

Reads  Manufacturing  Co., 
Inc.,  Lakehnrst,  NJ: 

7423 

7491-P 

Northern  Petrochemical  Co., 
I>es  Plainee,  HI. 

7491 

7612-P 

Phillips  Petroleum  Co., 
Bartlesville,  Okb. 

7612 

This  notice  of  receipt  of  i^llcatlons 
for  renewal  of  exempticms  and  for  party 
to  an  exnnption  is  published  In  accord¬ 
ance  with  Section  107  of  the  Hazardous 
Materials  Transportation  Act  (49  CFR 
U.S.C.  1806;  49  CFR  1.53(e)  ) , 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.,  on  March 
16.  1977. 

Paul  H.  Seay,  Jr., 
Hazardous  Materials  Exemption 
Officer.  Office  of  Hazardous 
Materials  Operations. 

(FH  Doc.77-8377  Filed  3-23-77:8:45  am) 


MOBAY  CHEMICAL  CORP.  ET  AL. 
Exemption  Applications 

AGENCY:  Materials  Transportation  Bu¬ 
reau.  DOT. 

ACTION:  List  of  Applications  for  Ex¬ 
emption. 

SUMMARY:  In  accordance  with  the  pro¬ 
cedures  governing  the  application  for. 
and  the  processing  of,  exemptions  from 
the  Department  of  Transportation’s  Haz¬ 
ardous  Materials  Regulations  (49  CFR 
Part  107,  Subpart  B),  noticed  hereby 
given  that  the  Office  of  Hazardous  Ma¬ 
terials  Operations  of  the  Materials 
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Transportation  Bureau  has  received  the 
applications  described  herein. 

DATES:  Comments  by:  April  25, 1977. 
ADDRESSED  TO:  Section  of  Dockets, 
Office  of  Hazardous  Materials  Opera¬ 
tions.  Department  of  Transportation, 
Washington,  D.C.  20590.  Comments 


fho'uld  refer  to  the  application  number 
and  be  submitted  in  triplicate. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION:  Com¬ 
plete  copies  of  the  applications  are  avail¬ 
able  for  inspection  and  copying  at  the 
Public  Docket  Room,  Office  of  Hazardous 
Materials  Operations,  Department  of 
Transportation,  Room  6500,  Trans  Point 
yctc  ercmptioux 


K<Tulatk)ii(s)  alleeleil 


Building,  2100  Second  Street  SW.,  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C. 

Each  mode  of  transportation  for  which 
a  particular  exemption  is  requested  is  in¬ 
dicated  by  a  number  in  the  “Nature  of 
Application”  portion  of  the  table  below- 
as  follows:  1 — ^Motor  vehicle,  2 — Rail 
freight,  3 — Cargo  vessel,  4 — Cargo-only 
aircraft,  5 — Passenger-carrying  aircraft. 


XppUcstioii 

Na 


Applicant 


Nature  of  aitplication 


TWl-N 

WC-N 

W63-N 

M64-N 

Te6&-N 

WCV-N 

IMB-N 

W6&-N 

T670-N 

»671-N 

7BT2-N 

t6T3-N 

76T4-N 

T676-.\ 

_^>676-N 

T677-N 

767S-N 

TCTS-N 

768C-N 

7681-N 

76K;-N 

7683-N 

7C64-N 

7065-N 


Mobay  Chemical  Corp.,  Kansas  City,  Mo - 

AlbrU-ht  &  Wilson,  Ltd.,  Oldbury  Warley,  West, 
litidlands,  England. 


4S  CFR  173.377t«l, 

49  cm  173.119 _ 


-do. 


Department  of  Defense,  Department  of  Air 
Force,  Washington,  D.C. 

Delta  Steamship  Unes,  Inc.,  New  Orleans,  Le.. 


Ferguson  Fumigants,  Inc.,  Hatelwood,  Mo . 

Foster  Wheeler  Energy,  Corp.,  Livingston,  N  J . . 

NGO  Chemicals  Division,  Helmorich  A  Payne 
Inc.,  Baytown,  Tex. 

McConnell  Drum  Service  Inc.,  Doraville,  Ga... 

Permal  International  Inc.,  New  York,  N.V . 

Kaiser  Aluminum  Corp.,  Oakland,  Calif... . 

Bristol  Flare  Corp.,  Bristol,  Pa . 

V.S.  Department  of  Defen.se,  Washington,  D.C. 

Richmond  Tank  Car  Co.,  Houston,  Tei . 

Vniversal  Flavor  Corp.,  Indianapolis,  Ind - 

San  Diego  Gas  &  Electric  Co.,  San  Diego,  Calif.. 
Gibson  Cryogenics,  Lakeside,  Calif.. - - 


49  CFR  173.245 _ _ _ 

49  CFR  173.102,  173.10S,  175.8.. 

46  CFR  17€.83^d) . 

49  CFR  173.353 . 

49  CFR  178.304.. . 

49  CFR  178.119 . 

49  CFR  178.116-10,  178.116-11. 


49  CFR  pt.  173,  subpts.  D,  F, 
andH. 

49  CFR  172.a01(a)  (!',  (8), 
172^02  (b),  (c). 

49  CFR  173.108 . 


49  CFR  174.101(b).... 

49  CFR  179.14 . 

49  CFR  172.101,  175.3. 


49  CFR  173.815 . 

. do . . . . 


I’PG  Industries  Inc.,  Pittsburgh,  Pa . 

Sterling  Drug  Inc.,  New  York,  N.Y . 

Prudential  Lines,  New  York,  N.  Y . 

Igloo  Corp.,  Houston,  Tex . . 

Lubbock  Manufacturing  Co.,  I^ibboek,  Tex . 

The  Lea  Manufacturing  Co.,  Waterburj  ,  Conn.. 
Cordova  Chemical  Co.  Sacramento,  Calif... . 


49  CFR  173.375 _ 

49  CFR  173.206(8) (2). 
49  CFR  176.905(g)... 


49  CFR  176.19-2,  178.19-3,  pi. 
173  snbpt.  F. 

49  CFR  K3.315 . 


49  CFR  177.841... 
45  CFR  173.65(a). 


To  aulhoriie  shipment  of  a  dry  organic  phosphate  compound  mixture  with  not 
over  55  ix:t  organic  phosphate  in  DOT  21C  fiber  drams.  (Modes  1,  2,  and  3.) 

To  authorize  shipment  of  a  certain  flammable  liquid  which  is  also  p^sonous  and 
corrodvc  in  non-DOT  steel  containers  with  inner  polyethylene  liners  in 
180  containers.  (Modes  1,  and  3.) 

To  authorize  shipment  of  a  certain  corrosive  material  in  non-DOT  plastic  drums 
in  ISO  containers.  (Modes  1  and  3.) 

To  authorize  shipment  of  life  support  equipment  containing  class  C  explosives 
in  fiberboard  boxes  or  A-3  (aerial  delivery)  bags.  (Mode  5.) 

To  authorize  stowage  of  containers  in  an  atbwartsliip  direction  on  vessels. 
(Mode  3.1 

To  authorize  shipment  of  methyl  bromide  and  mixtures  thereof  in  DOT  39 
cylinders.  (Moties  1,  2,  and  3.1 

To  authorize  shipment  of  anhydrous  ammonia  in  nonreAUable  steel  tubee; 
bundles  consisting  of  88  tubes.  (Mode  1.) 

To  authorize  shipment  of  diethyl  sulfide  in  an  ISO  portable  tank.  (Modes  1 
and  8.) 

To  authorize  marking  on  the  side,  near  the  top  chime,  for  steel  drums  con¬ 
structed  in  accordance  to  DOT-17E  drums  exeept  for  marking.  (Modes  1,  i 
3,  4,  tnd  5.) 

To  authorize  shipment  of  certain  flammable,  combustible,  corrosive,  and 
class  B  poisonous  materials  in  non-DOT  portable  tanks.  (Modes  1  and  3.) 

To  allow  compliance  with  previous  shipping  paper  regulations  in  lieu  of  the 
new  requirements  in  {  172.301  and  {  172.302.  (Modes  1,  ^3,  4,  and  5.) 

To  reclassify  a  certain  marine  smoke  signal  from  a  class  C  explosive  to  a  flam¬ 
mable  solid.  (Modes  1,  2,  3,  4.  and  5.) 

To  authorize  shipment  of  certain  class  A  and  B  explosives  in  open  top  cars  or 
on  flat  cars.  (Mode  2.) 

To  authorize  use  of  AAB  tyjie  “F"  or  tyjic  "E”  top  and  bottom  shelf  couplers. 
(Mode  2.1 

To  authorize  the  sliipment  of  flavoring  extract  in  Igal  and  55g:il  quan'.itiea 
aboard  passenger  and  caego-ouly  aircraft.  (Modes  4  and  5.) 

To  ship  liquefied  natural  gas  in  non-DOT  cargo  tanks.  (Mode  1.) 

To  authoiixc  shipment  of  nitrogen,  cryogemc  pressurized  liquid  iri  non-DOT 
portable  tanks.  (Mode  3.1 

To  authorize  shipment  of  sodium  azide  in  DOT  speeifiration  21 P  fiber  drums. 
(Mode  1.) 

To  authorize  shipment  of  a  flamir.able  solid  in  non-DOT  staudess  steel  drum 
type  containers  of  4lgal  capacity.  (Mode  1.1 

To  provide  alteniative  lire  protection  in  cargo  vess,!  bolds  containing  motor 
vehicle.  (Mode  3.) 

To  authorize  shipment  of  certain  ronusive  bquids  in  a  non-DOT  35ga:  poly¬ 
ethylene  drum.  (Modes  1, 2,  and  3.) 

To  authorize  shipment  of  certain  compressed  gases  in  non-DOT  cargo  tanks. 
(Mode  1.) 

To  authorize  certain  class  B  poisons  to  be  shipi>ed  in  the  sair.e  motor  vtlticle 
with  foodstuffs.  (Mode  1.) 

To  authorize  shipment  ol  a  certain  high  explosive  in  a  DOT  specifleation  2lC 
liber  drum  up  to  200  lb.  (Mode  1.) 


This  notice  of  receipt  of  applications  for  new  exemptions  is  published  in  accordance  with  section  107  of  tlie  Hazard' 
ous  Materials  Transportation  Act  (49  CFR  U.S.C.  1806;  49  CFR  1.53(e)  ). 


Issued  In  Washington,  D.C.,  on  March  15,  1977. 


Paul  H.  Seay,  Jr.._ 
Hazardous  Materials  Exemption 
Officer,  Office  of  Hazardous 
Materials  Operations. 


V  |PR  Doc.77-8378  FUed  3  23  77:8  :45  am] 


National  Highway  Traffic  Safety 
Administration 

[Docket  No.  EXT7-3:  Notice  1] 

BRISTOL  CARS,  LTD. 

Petition  for  Temporary  Exemption  From 
Motor  Vehicle  Safety  Standards 

Bristol  Cars,  Ltd.  of  England  has  ap¬ 
plied  for  a  temporary  exemption  of  the 
Bristol  412  passenger  car  from  six  Fed¬ 
eral  motor  vehicle  safety  standards  (Nos. 
201,  202,  212,  214,  215,  and  219)  on  the 
basis  that  compliance  would  cause  it  sub¬ 
stantial  economic  hardship. 

Petitioner  is  a  manufacturer  whose  an¬ 
nual  production  of  motor  vehicles  has 


not  exceeded  150  units  in  the  past  3 
years.  Bristol  seeks  a  2 -year  exemption 
from  Standards  Nos.  201  Occupant  Pro¬ 
tection  in  Interior  Impact,  and  202  Head 
Restraints,  and  for  3  years  from  Stand¬ 
ards  Nos.  212  Windshield  Mounting,  214 
Side  Door  Strength,  215  Exterior  Protec¬ 
tion  and  219  Windshield  Zone  Intrusion. 
With  the  exception  of  Standard  No.  215 
the  company  believes  that  it  may  already 
comply  with  the  standards  for  which  ex¬ 
emption  is  requested,  and  it  describes  the 
engineering  reasoning  in  support  of  its 
belief.  However,  it  wishes  to  test  to  verify 
conformance  and  the  costs  are  such  that 
to  immediately  conduct  them  would  cre¬ 


ate  an  economic  problem.  With  respect 
to  Standard  No.  215  the  bumper  system 
of  the  412  has  not  been  design^  or  tested 
in  accordance  with  it.  The  cost  of  bumper 
testing  and  conversion  is  estimated  at 
slightly  over  $100,000.  The  2  and  3  year 
exemptions  will  allow  an  orderly  sched¬ 
uling  of  tests  and  exhaustion  of  inven¬ 
tory  of  noncomplying  parts  (if  any)  as 
well  as  permitting  it  to  test  the  n.S.  mar¬ 
ket  potential.  Bristol  had  a  net  loss  of 
approxlmatdy  $92,000  in  1975  with  a  to¬ 
tal  accumulated  loss  of  approximately 
$1564)00  as  of  the  end  of  that  year.  Bris¬ 
tol  argues  that  the  exemption  would  be 
in  the  public  Interest  because  It  put- 
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chases  its  engines,  transmissicms  and 
drive  trains  from  Chrysler  Corporation, 
providing  work  for  a  UjS.  corporation. 
If  the  exemption  is  granted,  the  com¬ 
pany  will  also  buy  its  air  cwidltioning 
systems  and  electric  seat  adjustments 
from  Chrysler. 

This  notice  of  receipt  of  a  petition  for 
temporary  exemption  is  publi^ed  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  NHTSA  regulations  on 
this  subject  (49  CFR  555.7),  and  does 
not  represent  any  agency  decision  or 
other  exercise  of  judgment  concerning 
the  merits  of  the  petition. 

'Interested  persons  are  invited  to  sub¬ 
mit  comments  on  the  petition  of  Bristol 
CTars,  Ltd.  described  above.  Comments 
should  refer  to  the  docket  number  and 
be  submitted  to:  Docket  Section,  Na¬ 
tional  Highway  TrafiBc  Safety  Adminis¬ 
tration,  Room  5108,  400  Seventh  Street, 
S.W.,  Washington.  D.C.  20590.  It  is  re-- 
quested  but  not  required  that  10  copies 
be  submitted. 

All  comments  received  before  the  close 
of  business  on  the  comment  closing  date 
indicated  below  will  be  considered.  The 
application  and  supporting  materials 
and  all  comments  received,  are  available 
for  examination  in  the  docket  both  be¬ 
fore  and  after  the  closing  date.  Com¬ 
ments  received  after  the  closing  date  will 
also  be  filed  and  will  be  considered  to  the 
extent  posslUe.  If  the  petitlcm  is  granted, 
notice  will  be  published  in  the  Federal 
Register  pursuant  to  the  authority  Indi¬ 
cated  below. 

Comment  closing  date:  April  25,  1977, 

(Sec.  3,  Pub.  L.  92-548,  86  Stat.  1159  (15 
tlB.C.  1410)  delegations  of  authority  at  49 
CPR  1.50  and  49  CPR  501.8.) 

Issued  on  March  18, 1977. 

Robert  L.  Carter, 
Associate  Administrator 
Motor  Vehicle  Programs. 

[PR  Doc.77-8683  Piled  3-23-77;8:45  am] 


Office  of  the  Secretary 
[OST  File  No.  53:  Notice  77-9] 

ANNUAL  REVIEW  OF  ADVISORY 
COMMITTEES 

Request  for  Public  Comment 

The  purpose  of  this  notice  is  to  invite 
puUlc  comment  to  the  Department  of 
Transportation’s  (DOT)  annual  review 
of  advisory  committees. 

Pursuant  to  the  Federal  Advisory 
Committee  Act  (5  U.S.C.  App.  I),  each 
agency  of  the  Executive  Branch  must 
annually  review  the  utility  and  need  for 
each  group,  commission,  council,  and  the 
like  which  it  has  established  or  utilized 
during  the  preceding  year  for  the  pur¬ 
pose  of  obtaining  advice  or  recommenda¬ 
tions,  at  least  one  of  whose  members  is 
not  a  full-time  official  or  employee  of  the 
Federal  Government.  By  letter  of  Febru¬ 
ary  25,  1977,  the  President  has  directed 
the  head  of  each  such  agency  to  make 
this  year’s  review  a  “zero-base”  review, 
with  the  presumption  that  committees 
not  created  expressly  by  statute  should 
be  abolished  except  those  (1)  for  which 
there  is  a  compelling  need;  (2)  which 
will  have  truly  balanced  membership: 
and  (3)  which  conduct  their  business  as 
openly  as  possible  consistent  with  the 


law  and  their  mandate.  (Each  agency  ia 
also  to  consider  recommending  i4>proix1- 
ate  legislatitm  ftN*  statutory  committees.) 
He  further  directed  that  each  agency 
provide  for  open  and  public  participa¬ 
tion  in  its  review  process  “to  the  maxi¬ 
mum  extent  consistent  with  an  expedi¬ 
tious  review”.  A  rwort  on  the  review  is 
to  be  submitted  to  the  Office  of  Manage¬ 
ment  and  Budget  (OMB)  by  April  15, 
1977. 

On  the  basis  of  the  President  s  memo¬ 
randum  and  additional  guidance  from 
O.MB  (Transmittal  Memorandum  No.  5 
to  Circular  A-36.  March  7.  1977)  DOT 
has  tentatively  identified  a  substanUal 
number  of  its  28  advisory  commit^es 
for  either  merger  or  abolition.  Pinal  deci¬ 
sions  depend  on  answers  to  certain  ques¬ 
tions  about  the  nature  of  the  process  by 
which  DOT  can  get  needed  advice  and 
recommendations  from  the  public  and 
about  the  need  for  a  structure  in  which 
the  public  can  present  to  DOT  the  prob¬ 
lems  it  has  with  various  Departmental 
programs.  It  is  in  this  area  that  public 
comment  would  be  helpful.  Specifically, 
DOT  invites  response  to  the  following 
questions: 

1.  Should  interest  gi-oups.  consumers 
and  industry  have  their  own  commit¬ 
tees  to  consult  with  DOT? 

2.  Are  periodic  public  technical  con¬ 
ferences  or  symposia  effective  means  of 
obtaining  ad^ce  and  recommendations? 

3.  What  role  should  cost  play  in  de¬ 
ciding  whether  to  establish  or  continue 
an  advisory  committee? 

Answers  to  these  questions  should  be 
helpful  to  EXyr  in  making  its  report  to 
OMB.  Comments  are  also  invited  on  the 
stiecific  committees  themselves,  w'hich 
are  described  below.  Persons  wishing  to 
st}eak  to  these  matters  and  any  others 
they  feel  are  relevant  to  the  issues  should 
send  their  comments  in  writing  to: 

Docket  Clerk,  OST  File  No.  53.  Office  of  the 

General  Counsel.  Department  of  Trans¬ 
portation.  Washington,  D  C.  20590. 

All  comments  received  by  close  of  busi¬ 
ness  Friday.  April  8.  1977,  will  be  con¬ 
sidered;  those  received  after  then  will 
be  considered  to  the  extent  practicable. 
All  comments  received  will  available 
for  public  inspection  and  copying  in  the 
Office  of  the  Assistant  General  Counsel 
for  Operations  smd  Legal  Counsel,  Room 
10100  Nassif  Building,  400  Seventh 
Street.  SW.,  Washington,  D.C.,  from  9  am 
to  3:30  pm  Monday  through  Friday  ex¬ 
cept  Federal  holidays,  both  before  and 
after  .April  15. 

For  further  information  contact 

Florence  Davis,  Committee  Management 

Staff.  S-IO,  Department  of  Transportation. 

Washington.  DC.  20590,  (202  )  426-2737 


Issued  in  Washington.  D.C..  on  March 
22.  1977. 


Brock  Adams. 

Secretary  of  Transportation. 
Department  of  Transportation 


ADVTSORT  committees 

1.  Air  Traffic  Procedures  Advisory  Com¬ 
mittee.  Reviews  air  traffic  control  procedures 
and  practices  and  makes  recommendations 
to  ttve  Federal  Aviation  Administrator  tor 
standardization,  clarlflcatlon  and  upgrading. 

2.  Chemical  Transportation  Industry  Ad¬ 
visory  Committee.  Provides  advice  and  con¬ 
sultation  to  the  Marine  Safety  CouncU  of 


the  United  States  Coast  Guard  with  respect 
to  the  water  transportation  system  for  haz¬ 
ardous  materials. 

8.  Citizens'  Advisory  Committee  on  Trans¬ 
portation  Quality.  Assesses  policies  and  pro¬ 
grams  and  makes  recommendations  from  the 
consumer  viewpoint. 

4.  Civil  Reserve  Air  Fleet  Advisory  Com¬ 
mittee.  Advises  and  makes  recommendations 
to  the  Secretary  of  Transportation  relative 
to  participation  by  clvU  air  carriers  In  the 
Civil  Reserve  Air  Fleet  program  and  the  allo¬ 
cation  of  some  of  their  aircraft  to  the  pro¬ 
gram.' 

5.  Coast  Guard  Academy  Advisory  Commit¬ 
tee.  Advises  the  Commandant.  United  States 
Coast  Guard,  on  the  status  of  the  curriculum 
and  faculty  of  the  Academy,  making  recom¬ 
mendations  for  Improvement  and  mainte¬ 
nance. 

6.  Coast  Guard  Research  Advisory  Com¬ 
mittee.  Reviews  research  and  development 
efforts,  new  techniques,  approaches  to  scien¬ 
tific  Inquiry,  Interfacing  of  program  with 
other  scientific  and  technological  programs, 
and  long-range  planning. 

7.  Flight  Information  Advisory  Committee. 
Provides  forum  for  obtaining  user  group  ad¬ 
vice  and  recommendations  relative  to  aero¬ 
nautical  charts  and  filght  information  pub¬ 
lications  and  services. 

8.  High  Altitude  Pollution  Program  Tech¬ 
nical  Advisory  Committee.  Advises  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Aviation  Administrator  on  the  nature 
and  direction  of  its  technical  efforts  related 
to  its  High  Altitude  Pollution  Program. 

9.  Microuat'e  Landing  System  Advisory 

Committee.  Advises  Federal  Aviation  Admin¬ 
istrator  on  microwave  landing  system  efforts 
and  recommends  studies,  tests  and  simula¬ 
tions  to  verify  system  capability  to  satisfy 
user  need-s.  , 

10.  Minority  Resource  Center  Advisory 
Committee.  Makes  recommendations  to  the 
Minority  Resource  Center  as  to  scope,  type 
and  availability  of  minority  businesses  to 
assist  In  the  maintenance,  rehabilitation,  re¬ 
structuring.  Improvement  and  revitalization 
of  the  nation's  railroads. 

11.  National  Advisory  Committee  on  Uni¬ 
form  Traffic  Control  Devices.  Assists  the 
Federal  Highway  Administrator  in  develop¬ 
ing  standards  and  maintaining  the  Manual 
on  Uniform  Traffic  Control  Devices  so  that 
it  will  contain  at  all  times  a  complete  pres¬ 
entation  of  current  practices  for  national 
application. 

12.  National  Boating  Safety  Advisory 
Council.  Advises  the  Commandant  of  the 
U.S.  Coast  Guard  on  recreational  boating 
safety  policy. 

13.  National  Highway  Safety  Advisory 
Committee.  Advises  the  Secretary  of  Trans¬ 
portation  on  highway  safety  programs  and 
reviews  and  recommends  research  projects 
relating  to  the  cause  and  prevention  of  high¬ 
way  accidents,  and  reviews  prior  to  issuance 
highw'ay  safety  standards  promulgated  un¬ 
der  the  Highway  Safety  Act  of  1966. 

14.  National  Motor  Vehicle  Safety  Advisory 
Council.  Advises  the  Secretary  of  Transpor¬ 
tation  on  motor  vehicle  .safety  and  property 
loss- reduction  programs. 

15.  National  Offshore  Operations  Industry 
Advisory  Committee.  Provides  advice  and 
consultation  to  the  Marine  Safety  Council  of 
the  US.  Coast  Guard  with  respect  to  off¬ 
shore  operations  and  the  coastal  environ¬ 
ment  Including,  but  not  limited  to,  offshore 
oil  and  mineral  exploitation,  transmission  of 
energy  resources,  and  support  activities. 

16.  New  York  Harbor  Vessel  Traffic  System 
Advisory  Committee.  Provides  consultation 
and  advice  on  the  development.  Installation 
and  operation  of  the  Vessel  Traffic  System 
for  the  Port  of  New  York,  pursuant  to  the 
Ports  and  Waterways  Safety  Act  of  1972. 

17.  Obstacle  Clearance  Requirements  Ad¬ 
visory  Committee  for  the  United  States.  To 
advise  and  a.sslst  the  U.S.  member  of  the  Ob¬ 
stacle  Clearance  Panel  of  the  International 
Civil  .A'lation  Organization  so  as  to  ensure 
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a  coordinated  TJ.S.  presentation  of  matters 
related  to  the  Obstacle  Clearance  Panel  stud¬ 
ies  and  activities. 

18.  Jtodio  Technical  Commission  for  Aero¬ 
nautics  (RTCA)  utilised  as  an  advisory  com¬ 
mittee.  Studies  existing  and  proposed  sys¬ 
tems  of  navigation,  communications  and 
traffic  control  to  determine  their  suitability, 
fosters  new  developments  to  meet  aeronau¬ 
tical  operating  requirements,  and  advises 
Federal  Aviation  Administration. 

19.  Rules  of  the  Road  Advisory  Committee. 
Provides  advice  and  consiiltation  to  the 
Marine  Safety  Council  of  the  U.S.  Coast 
Guard  concerning  proposals  affecting  the 
Rules  of  the  Roctd  for  waters  of  the  United 
States,  and  to  provide  industry  and  user 
Input  into  the  development  of  the  Rules 
which  will  comply  with  the  mandate  of 
the  Convention  on  International  Regulation 
for  the  Prevention  of  Collisions  at  Sea.  1972. 

20.  Saint  Laurence  Seaway  Development 
Corporation  Advisory  Board.  Reviews  the 
policies  of  the  Saint  Lawrence  Seaway  De¬ 
velopment  Corporation  and  advises  the  Ad¬ 
ministrator  with  respect  thereto. 

21.  Ship  Structure  Committee.  Conducts  a 
research  program  to  update  and  improve  the 
design,  materials  and  construction  of  the 
hull  structure  of  ships. 

22.  Southern  Region  Air  Traffic  Control 
Advisory  Committee.  Provides  a  forum  for 
promoting  mutual  understanding  of  air 
traffic  problems  and  programs  with  users  of 
the  air  traffic  control  system. 

23.  Technical  Advisory  Committee.  Ad¬ 
vises  the  Administrator  of  the  Federal  Avia¬ 
tion  Administration  on  the  nature  and  di¬ 
rection  of  its  technical  efforts  related  to  the 
Rational  Airspace  System. 

24.  Technical  Pipeline  Safety  Standards 
Committee.  Reviews  all  proposed  pipeline 
safety  standards  and  amendments  and  com¬ 
ment  on  technical  feasibility,  reasonable¬ 
ness  and  practicability  of  each.  These  com¬ 
ments  are  considered  in  the  development 
and  issuance  of  Federal  pipeline  standsu'ds. 

25.  Towing  Industry  Advisory  Committee. 
Provides  advice  and  consultation  to  the 
Marine  Safety  Council  of  the  U.S.  Coast 
Guard  with  respect  to  the  safe  operation  of 
towing  vessels  and  barges  on  the  waters 
of  the  United  States. 

26.  United  States  Advisory  Committee  on 
Visual  Aids  to  Approach  and  Landing.  Ad¬ 
vises  and  assists  the  U.S.  member  of  the 
International  Civil  Aviation  Organization 
(ICAO)  Visual  Aids  Panel  in  developing  UR. 
position  papers  for  the  ICAO  Visual  Aids 
Panel  meetings. 

27.  United  States  Terminal  Instrument 
Procedures  (TERPS)  Advisory  Committee. 
Advises  on  formulation,  review,  approval  and 
publication  of  Instrument  procMures  for 
use  in  terminal  areas  of  civil  and  military 
airports. 

28.  Youth  Highway  Safety  Advisory  Com¬ 
mittee.  Advises  the  National  Highway  Traffic 
Safety  Administration  in  develc^ing  and  ad¬ 
ministering  highway  safety  programs  which 
■will  be  effective  in  reducing  accidents  in  the 
15  to  24  age  group. 

IFR  Doc.77-8991  Piled  3-23-77;8:45  anr] 


VETERANS  ADMINISTRATION 
i  FEDERAL  ADVISORY  COMMITTEES 
>  Comprehensive  Review 

The  Veterans  Administration  is  con¬ 
ducting  a  Comprehensive  Review  of  all 
of  its  Federal  Advisory  Committees.  The 
committees  are  listed  as  follows: 

Actuarial  Advisory  Committee 
Education  and  Training  Review  Panel 
Administrator’s  Education  and  Rehabilita¬ 
tion  Advisory  Committee 
Veterans  Administration  Wage  Committee 
Special  Medical  Advisory  Group 
VA  Voluntary  Service  National  Advisory 
Ocmamlttee 


Cooperative  Studies  Evaluation  Committee 
Career  Development  Committee 
Chief  Medical  Director’s  Ad  Hoc  Advisory 
Committee  on  Spinal  Cord  Injury 
Medical  School  Assistance  Review  Commit¬ 
tee 

Health  Manpower  Training  Assistance  Re¬ 
view  Committee 

Merit  Review  Board  for  Alcoholism  and  Drug 
Dependence  Programs 

Merit  Review  Board  for  Basic  Science  Pro¬ 
grants 

Merit  Review  Board  for  Behavioral  Science 
Programs 

Merit  Review  Board  for  Cardiovascular  Pro¬ 
grams 

Merit  Review  Board  for  Endocrinology  Pro¬ 
grams 

Merit  Review  Board  for  Gastroenterology 
Programs 

Merit  Review  Board  for  Hematology  Pro¬ 
grams 

Merit  Review  Board  of  Immunology  Pro¬ 
grams 

Merit  Review  Board  for  Infectious  Disease 
Program.s 

Merit  Review  Board  for  Nephrology  Programs 
Merit '  Review  Board  for  Neurobiology  Pro¬ 
grams 

Merit  Review  Board  for  Oncology  Programs 
Merit  Review  Board  for  Respiration  Pro¬ 
grams 

Merit  Review  Board  for  Surgery  Programs 
Geriatric  Research.  Education  and  Clinical 
Centers  Advisory  Committee 
Administrator's  Advisory  Committee  on 
Cemeteries  and  Memorials 
Advisory  Committee  on  Structural  Safety 
of  Veterans  .*.dministration  Facilities 
These  committees  furnish  advice  and 
consultation  to  the  Administrator  of 
Veterans  Affairs  in  the  areas  of  medi¬ 
cine,  health  care,  education  and  rehabil¬ 
itation,  government-administered  life 
insurance  programs,  and  wage  schedules. 
The  14  Merit  Review  Boards  evaluate 
the  scientific  merit  of  research  con¬ 
ducted  by  Veterans  Administration  in¬ 
vestigators  working  in  Veterans  Admin¬ 
istration  hospitals  and  clinics.  Each 
covers  a  different  professional  specialty 
or  program  area.  Their  assessments  pro¬ 
vide  impartial  expert  advice  that  guides 
program  improvement  and  funding  at 
both  the  national  and  local  levels. 

The  public  is  invited  to  provide  com¬ 
ments.  in  vTiting,  by  April  7,  1977  to  the 
Deputy  Administrator  of  Veterans 
Affairs. 

Dated:  March  17, 1977. 

By  direction  of  the  Administrator. 

Rufus  H.  Wilson, 
Deputy  Administrator. 
[FR  Doc.77-8782  Filed  3-23-77;8:45  am] 


VETERANS  ADMINISTRATION  HOSPITAL 
MADISON,  WISCONSIN 

Availabtlity  of  Final  Environmental  Impact 
Statement 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  a  docu¬ 
ment  entitled  "Final  Environmental  Im¬ 
pact  Statement  for  A  New  Wing  Addi¬ 
tion.  Veterans  Administration  Hospital, 
Madi.son,  Wisconsin”,  dated  September 
1976,  has  been  prepared  as  required  by 
the  National  Environmental  Policy  Act 
of  1969. 

The  proposed  Wing  Addition  is  to  be 
located  on  the  19.51  acre  Veterans  Ad¬ 
ministration  Hospital  site,  Madison, 
Wiscemsin.  This  pn^xised  new  construc¬ 
tion  will  be  physically  connected  to  the 
existing  Veterans  Administration  Hos¬ 


FEDEIAL  REGISTEK,  VOL  42,  NO.  57 — THURSDAY,  MARCH 


pital  and  the  University  of  Wisconsin 
Center  for  Health  Sciences,  presently 
under  construction.  The  Wing  Addition 
will  provide  the  following  services  within 
72,000  net  square  feet  of  space:  Outpa¬ 
tient,  Nuclear  Medicine,  Education  and 
Radiology.  Also,  a  Chilled  Water  Plant 
will  be  constructed  to  provide  air  con¬ 
ditioning  for  patient  care. 

This  Final  Statement  discusses  the 
enviromnental  impact  of  the  New  Wing 
addition  and  Chilled  Water  Plant.  The 
document  is  being  placed  for  public  ex¬ 
amination  in  the  Veterans  Administra¬ 
tion  office  of  Washington,  D.C.  Persons 
wishing  to  examine  a  copy  of  the  docu¬ 
ment  may  do  so  at  the  following  office: 
Mr.  Jack  Westall,  Assistant  Chief  Medi¬ 
cal  Director  for  Administration  (13  >. 
Room  600,  Veterans  Administration,  810 
Vermont  Avenue,  N.W.,  Washington, 
D.C.  20420. 

Single  copies  of  the  Final  Statement 
may  be  obtained  on  request  to  the  above 
office. 

Dated;  March  17, 1977. 

By  direction  of  the  Administrator. 

Rufus  H.  Wilson, 

Deputy  Administrator. 

[FR  Doc  77-8780  Filed  3-23-77; 8: 46  am] 


VETERANS  ADMINISTRATION  HOSPITAL 
WASHINGTON,  D.C. 

Availability  of  Draft  Environmental  Impact 
Statement 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  a  document 
entitled  "Draft  Ehivironmental  State¬ 
ment  for  a  120-Bed  Nursing  Home  Care 
Unit,  Clinical  Facilities,  and  an  Under¬ 
ground  Parking  Garage,  Veterans  Ad-~ 
ministration  Hospital.  Washington, 
D.C.”,  dated  September  1976,  has  been 
prepared  as  required  by  the  National  En¬ 
vironmental  Policy  Act  of  1969. 

The  proposed  project  includes  new 
construction  totaling  330,572  gross  square 
feet  (g.s.f.)  and  necessitates  alterations 
in  the  existing  hospital  building  of  7,644 
g.s.f.  The  new  construction  will  contain 
(1)  a  Nursing  Home  Care  Unit  of  120 
beds  (2)  Clinical  Facilities  to  include 
the  Dental  Sen-ice,  Audiology  and  Speech 
Pathology  and  (3)  an  Underground 
Parking  Garage  for  approximately  650 
cars. 

This  draft  statement  discusses  the  en¬ 
vironmental  impact  of  the  proposed  con¬ 
struction.  The  document  is  being  placed 
for  public  examination  in  the  Veterans 
Administration  Office  in  Washington, 
D.C,  Persons  wishing  to  examine  a  copy 
of  the  document  may  do  so  at  the  fol¬ 
lowing  office:  Mr.  Jack  Westall,  Assist¬ 
ant  Chief  Medical  Director  for  Admin¬ 
istration  (13),  Room  600,  Veterans  Ad¬ 
ministration,  810  Vennont  Avenue  NW., 
Washington,  D.C.  20420. 

Single  copies  of  the  draft  statement 
may  be  obtained  (m  request  to  the  above 
office. 

Dated:  March  17, 1977. 

By  directimi  of  the  Administrator. 

RurUS  R.  WlLBON, 

Depvtif  Administrator. 

[FR  Doc.77-8781  FUed  S-23-77;8:45  am] 
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INTERSTATE  COMMERCE 
COMMISSION 

[Notice  No.  353] 

ASSIGNMENT  OF  HEARINGS 

IilARCH  21,  1977. 

Cases  assigned  for  hearing,  postpone¬ 
ment,  cancellation  or  oral  argument  ap¬ 
pear  below  and  will  be  published  only 
once.  This  list  contains  prospective  as¬ 
signments  only  and  does  not  include 
cases  previously  assigned  hearing  dates. 
The  hearings  will  be  on  the  issues  as 
presently  reflected  in  the  Official  Docket 
of  the  Commission.  An  attempt  will  be 
made  to  publish  notices  of  cancellation 
of  hearings  as  promptly  as  possible,  but 
interested  parties  should  take  appropri¬ 
ate  steps  to  insure  that  hey  are  notified 
of  cancellation  or  postponements  of 
hearings  in  which  they  are  interested. 

AB-83  (Sub-2),  Maine  Central  Railroad  Com¬ 
pany  Abandonment  Between  Livermore 
Palls,  and  Farmington  In  Androscoggin  and 
Franklin  Counties.  Maine,  now  assigned 
March  30,  1977  at  Farmington.  Maine,  has 
been  postponed  to  April  13,  1977  (  3  days). 
In  the  Superior  Court,  Courthouse  Btilld- 
Ing,  Farmington.  Maine. 

MC  113855  Sub  365,  International  Transport. 
Inc.  now  being  assigned  May  17,  1977  (1 
day)  at  Jacksonville,  Florida  In  a  hearing 
room  to  be  later  designated. 

MC  115826  (Sub-264),  W.  J.  Dlgby,  Inc.,  nOw 
being  assigned  April  20,  1977  (  8  days)  at 
Denver,  Colorado,  in  the  Tax  Court,  Room 
587,  U.S.  Federal  Building,  19th  &  Stout 
Streets. 

MC  142549,  Walnut  Hill  Wrecker  Service,  Inc. 
now  being  assigned  June  1.  1977  (3  days) 
at  Dallas,  Texas  In  a  hearing  room  to  be 
later  designated. 

MC-C-9817,  Dignan  Trucking.  Inc.,  et  al., 
V.  Southern  Maryland  Tran^ortatlon  Co., 
Inc.,  now  being  assigned  continued  hear¬ 
ing  April  28,  1977  at  the  Offices  of  the  In¬ 
terstate  Commerce  Commission,  Washing¬ 
ton,  D.C. 

AB  20  Sub  No.  1,  Texas  and  Paclhc  Railway 
Company  abandonment  between  Barnsdall 
and  Pawhuska  In  Osage  County,  Okla¬ 
homa  now  being  assigned  June  6.  1977  (1 
week)  at  Pawhuska.  Oklahoma  In  a  hear¬ 
ing  room  to  be  later  designated. 
MC-F-12928,  Ryder  Truck  Lines,  Inc. — Pur¬ 
chase  (Portion) —  Transamerlcan  Freight 
Lines,  Inc.,  now  assigned  May  4,  1977  at 
Chicago,  m.  Is  postponed  to  June  20,  1977 
(10  days) ,  at  Chicago,  Ill. 

Robert  L.  Oswald, 
Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.77-8814  Filed  3-23-77;8:45  am] 


[Ex  Parte  No.  211;  Rule  19;  Exemption  No. 
134] 

CONSOLIDATED  RAIL  CORP.  MISSOURI- 
KANSAS  TEXAS  RAILROAD  CO. 
Exemption  Under  Mandatory  Car  Service 
Rules 

It  appearing.  That  Consolidated  Rail 
Corporation  (ConRail)  and  Missouri- 
Kansas-Texas  Railroad  .  CcMnpany 
(MKT)  have  each  agreed  to  the  unre¬ 
stricted  use  by  the  other  of  its  plain 
gondola  cars  less  than  61-ft  In  length; 
and  that  such  mutual  use  of  gondola  cars 
will  increase  car  utilization  by  reductions 
in  switching  and  movements  of  empty 
gondola  cars. 


It  is  ordered.  That,  pursuant  to  the  au¬ 
thority  vested  in  me  by  Car  Service  Rule 
19,  plain  gondola  cars'  described  in  the 
Official  Railway  Equipment  Register, 
I.C.C.-R.E.B.  No.  402,  Issued  by  W.  J. 
Trezise,  or  successive  issues  thereof,  as 
having  mechanical  designations  “OA”. 
“GB",  “GD  ”.  “GH’’,  “GS”,  "GT",  and 
“GW”,  which  are  less  than  61-ft.  0  in. 
long,  and  which  bear  the  reporting  marks 
listed  herein,  may  be  used  by  ConRail 
and  MKT  without  regard  to  the  require¬ 
ments  of  Car  Service  Rules  1  and  2. 

Reporting  Marks 

ConRail;  BA.  BWC,  CASO.  CNJ,  CR,  CRI. 
DL&W,  EL.  ERIE.  LHR,  LNE,  LV.  NH.  NYC. 
PAE,  P&E,  PC.  PCA,  PCB,  PRR,  RDQ,  TOC. 

MKT:  BKTY,  MKT.  MKTT. 

Elective  March  15, 1977. 

Expires  August  31.  1977. 

Issued  at  Washington.  D.C.,  March  14, 
1977. 

Interstate  Commerce 
Commission, 

Joel  E.  Burns, 

Agent. 

[FR  Doc.77  8817  Filed  3-23-77;8;45  am] 

[S.O.  No.  1252;  Rev.  I.C.C.  Order  No.  24] 

GREEN  BAY  AND  WESTERN  RAILROAD  CO. 

AND  ANN  ARBOR  RAILROAD,  ET  AL. 

Rerouting  of  Traffic 

In  the  opinion  of  Joel  E.  Bums,  Agent, 
the  Green  Bay  and  Western  RaUroad 
Company  and  the  Ann  Arbor  Railroad, 
Consolidated  Rail  Corporation  operator 
for  the  State  of  Michigan  (AA) ,  are  im- 
able  to  interchange  traffic  because  of  re¬ 
moval  from  service  of  the  AA’s  car  ferry 
for  nece.ssary  repairs. 

It  is  ordered.  That:  (a)  The  Green  Bay 
and  Western  Railroad  Company  and  tlie 
Ann  Arbor  Railroad,  Consolidated  Rail 
Corporation  operator  for  the  State  of 
Michigan  (AA) ,  being  .unable  to  inter¬ 
change  traffic  because  of  removal  from 
service  of  the  AA’s  car  ferry  for  neces¬ 
sary  repairs,  these  carriers  are  hereby 
authorized  to  reroute  and  divert  such 
traffic,  via  any  available  route,  to  expe¬ 
dite  the  movement.  Traffic  necessarily 
diverted  by  authority  of  this  order  shall 
be  rerouted  so  as  to  preserve  as  nearly 
as  possible  the  participation  and  reve¬ 
nues  of  other  carriers  provided  in  the 
original  routing. 

(b)  Concurrence  of  receiving  road  to 
be  obtained.  The  railroad  diverting  the 
traffic  shall  receive  the  concurrence  of 
the  lines  over  which  the  traffic  is  re¬ 
routed  or  diverted  before  the  rerouting 
or  diversion  is  ordered. 

(c)  Notification  to  shippers.  Each  car¬ 
rier  rerouting  cars  in  accordance  with 
this  order  shall  notify  each  shipper  at 
the  time  each  car  is  rerouted  or  diverted 
and  shall  furnish  to  such  shipper  the  new 
routing  provided  under  this  order. 

(d)  Inasmuch  as  the  diversion  or  re¬ 
routing  of  traffic  by  said  Agent  is  deemed 
to  be  due  to  carriers’  disability,  the  rates 
applicable  to  traffic  diverted  or  rerouted 
by  said  Agent  shall  be  the  rates  which 
were  applicable  at  the  time  of  shipment 
on  the  shipments  as  originally  routed. 


(e)  In  executing  the  directions  of  the 
Commission  and  of  such  Agent  provided 
for  in  this  order,  the  common  carriers  in¬ 
volved  shall  proceed  even  though  no  con¬ 
tracts.  agreements,  or  arrangements  now 
exist  between  them  with  reference  to 
the  divisions  of  the  rates  of  transporta¬ 
tion  applicable  to  said  traffic;  divisions 
shall  be,  during  the  time  this  order  re¬ 
mains  in  force,  those  voluntarily  agreed 
upon  by  and  between  said  carriers;  or 
upon  failure  of  the  carriers  to  so  agree, 
said  divisions  shall  be  those  hereafter 
fixed  by  the  Commission  in  accordance 
with  piertinent  authority  conferred  upon 
it  by  the  Interstate  Commerce  Act. 

(f )  Effective  date.  This  order  shall  b€  - 
come  effective  at  11:59  p.m.,  March  14. 
1977. 

(g)  Expiration  date.  This  order  shall 

expire  at  11:59  p.m.,  April  22,  1977,  :m- 
less  otherwise  modified,  changed,  or  sus¬ 
pended.  . 

It  is  further  ordered.  That  this  order 
shall  be  served  upon  the  Association  of 
American  Railroads,  Car  Service  Divi¬ 
sion,  as  agent  of  all  railroads  subscribing 
to  the  car  service  and  car  hire  agreement 
under  the  terms  of  that  agreement,  and 
upon  the  American  Short  Line  Railroad 
Association;  and  that  It  be  filed  with  the 
Director,  Office  of  the  Federal  Register. 


Issued  at  Washington.  D.C..  March  11. 
1977. 

Interstate  Commerce 
Commission, 

Joel  E.  Burns, 

Agent. 


I  FR  Doc.77  8816  Filed  3-23-77;8:45  am] 


[S.O.  No.  1252;  Rev.  I.C.C.  Ordm:  No.  24- A] 

GREEN  BAY  AND  WESTERN  RAILROAD 
AND  ANN  ARBOR  RAILROAD 

Rerouting  of  Traffic 

Upon  further  consideration  of  Revised 
I.C.C.  Order  No.  24  (Green  Bay  and 
Western  Railroad  and  Ann  Arbor  Rail¬ 
road)  and  good  cause  appearing  there- 
fcH-; 

It  is  ordered.  That; 

Revised  I.C.C.  Order  No.  24  be.  and 
it  is  hereby,  vacated  and  set  aside. 

It  is  further  ordered.  That  this  order 
shall  be  served  upon  the  Association  of 
American  Railroads,  Car  Service  Divi¬ 
sion,  as  agent  of  all  railroads  subscribing 
to  the  car  service  and  car  hire  agreement 
imder  the  terms  of  that  agreement,  and 
upon  the  American  Short  Line  Railroad 
Association  and  that  it  be  filed  with  the 
Director,  Office  of  the  Federal  Register. 

Issued  at  Washington.  D.C..  March  15, 
1977. 

Interstate  Commerce 
Commission, 

Joel  E.  Burns, 

Agent. 

[PR  Doc.77  8818  Filed  3-23-77:8:45  amj 


[S.O.  No.  1252;  I.C.C.  Order  No.  26] 

GREEN  MOUNTAIN  RAILROAD  CORP. 
Rerouting  of  Traffic 

In  the  opinion  of  Joel  E.  Bums.  Agent, 
the  Green  Mountain  Railroad  Corpora¬ 
tion  is  unable  to  transport  traffic  over  its 
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line  because  of  a  landslide  in  the  vlclnltar 
of  Cuttingsville,  Vermont. 

It  is  ordered.  That: 

(a)  Tlie  Green  Mountain  Railroad 
Corporation,  being  unable  to  transport 
trafQc  over  its  line  because  of  a  landslide 
in  the  vicinity  of  Cuttingsville,  Vermont, 
that  carrier  is  hereby  authorized  to  re¬ 
route  or  divert  such  trafiBc  via  any  avail¬ 
able  route  to  expedite  the  movement. 
"Hie  billing  covering  all  such  cars  re¬ 
routed  shall  carry  a  reference  to  this 
order  as  authority  for  the  rerouting. 
Traflac  necessarily  diverted  by  authority 
of  this  order  shall  be  rerouted  so  as  to 
preserve  as  nearly  as  possible  the  par¬ 
ticipation  and  revenues  of  other  carriers 
provided  in  the  original  routing. 

(b)  Concurrence  of  receiving  roads  to 
be  obtained.  Tlie  railroad  desiring  to  di¬ 
vert  or  reroute  traffic  under  this  order 
shall  receive  the  concurrence  of  other 
railroads  to  which  such  traffic  is  to  be 
diverted  or  rerouted,  before  the  rerout¬ 
ing  or  diversion  is  ordaied. 

(c)  Notification  to  shippers.  Each  car¬ 
rier  rm>uting  cars  in  accordance  with 
this  order  shall  notify  each  shiiH>er  at 
the  time  each  car  is  rerouted  or  diverted 
and  shall  furnish  to  such  shipper  the 
new  routing  provided  under  this  order. 

(d)  Inasmuch  as  the  diversion  or  re¬ 
routing  of  traffic  is  denned  to  be  due  to 
carrier  disability,  the  rates  applicable  to 
traffic  diverted  or  rerouted  by  said  Agent 
slmll  be  the  rates  which  were  applicable 
at  the  time  of  shiixnent  on  the  .shipments 
as  originally  routed. 

(e)  In  executing  the  directions  of  the 
Commission  and  of  such  Agent  provided 
for  in  this  order,  the  common  carriers 
Involved  shall  proceed  even  though  no 
contracts,  agreements,  or  arrangements 
now  exist  between  them  with  reference 
to  the  division  of  the  rates  of  transporta¬ 
tion  applicable  to  said  traffic.  Divisions 
shall  be,  during  the  time  this  order  re¬ 
mains  in  force,  those  volimtarlly  agreed 
up<»i  by  and  between  said  carriers;  or 
upon  failure  of  the  carriers  to  so  agree, 
said  divlsicms  shall  be  those  hereafter 
fixed  by  the  Commission  in  accordance 
with  pertinent  authority  conferred  upon 
It  by  the  Interstate  Commerce  Act. 

(f )  Effective  date,  lliis  order  shall  be- 
c(»ne  effective  at  10:30  a.m.,  March  14, 
1977. 

(g)  Expiration  date.  This  order  shall 
expire  at  11:59  pjn.,  April  16, 1977,  unless 
otherwise  modified,  changed,  or  sus¬ 
pended. 

It  is  further  ordered.  That  this  order 
shall  be  served  uptm  the  Association  of 
American  Railroads,  Car  Service  Divl- 
sicm,  as  agent  of  all  railroads  subscribing 
to  the  car  service  and  car  hire  agreement 
under  the  terms  of  that  agreement,  and 
upon  the  American  Short  Line  Railroad 
Association;  and  that  it  be  filed  with  the 
Director,  Office  of  the  Federal  Register. 

Issued  at  Washington,  D.C.,  March  14, 
1977. 

Interstate  Commerce 
Commission, 

Joel  E.  Burns, 

•  Agent. 

|FR  Doc.77~8815  FUed  3  23  77;8:4S  am) 


[AB  143  (8DM)] 
JACKSONVILLE  TERMINAL  CO. 

System  Diagram  Map 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that,  pmsuant 
to  the  requirements  contained  in  Title 
49  of  the  Code  of  Federal  Regulations, 
Part  1121.22,  that  the  Jacksonville  Tex- 
mlnal  Company,  has  filed  with  the  Com¬ 
mission  its  color-coded  system  diagram 
map  in  docket  No.  AB-143  (SDM) .  The 
maps  reproduced  here  in  black  and 
white  are  reasonable  reproductions  of 
that  system  map  and  the  Commission 
on  March  17,  1977,  received  a  certificate 
of  publication  as  required  by  said  regu¬ 
lation  which  is  considered  the  effective 
date  on  which  the  system  diagram  map 
was  filed. 

Color-coded  copies  of  the  map  have 
been  served  on  the  Governor  of  each 
state  in  which  the  railroad  operates  and 


the  Public  Service  Commission  or  simi¬ 
lar  agency  and  the  State  designated 
agency.  Copies  of  the  map  may  also  be 
requested  from  the  railroad  at  a  nomi¬ 
nal  charge.  The  maps  also  may  be  ex¬ 
amined  at  the  office  of  the  Commission, 
Section  of  Dockets,  by  requesting  docket 
no.  AB  143  (8DM) . 

Robert  L.  Oswald, 

Secretary. 

[AB  143  (SDM)  ] 

The  Jacksonville  Terminal  Co 

The  System  Diagram  Map  of  the  Jacksoii- 
vllle  Terminal  Company  Is  attached  hereto 
and  is  submitted  for  publlcstion  in  the  FXo- 
ERAL  Register,  pursuant  to  the  regulations  of 
the  Interstate  Commerce  Commission,  as  set 
forth  in  49  CFR  1121.22. 

Jacksonville  I^bunai. 

Company, 

D.  C.  Hastings, 

PreMent. 
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Line  Descbiption  or  System  Diaceam  Map 

The  lines  of  railroad  of  Jackaonville  Ter¬ 
minal  Company,  all  listed  In  Category  1,  are: 

(a)  Carrier’s  designation  for  each  line: 

MAIN  TRACKS 

ICC  No.  1  Main  (Track  No.  28) .  Extends  from 
SCL  at  north  to  FEC  at  south  station 
0-HX)  to  station  89^-64.  Total  length  8.964 
feet  (1.698  miles). 

ICC  No.  2  Main  (Track  No.  29).  Extends 
from  SCL  at  north  to  terminus  with  ICC 
No.  1  main  at  south  end.  Total  length  7.727 
feet  (1.463  miles). 

ICC  No.  3  Main  (Track  YA).  Extends  from 
connecton  with  ICC  No.  1  main  at  north 
end  to  FEC  at  south.  Total  length  6.923 
feet  (1.311  miles). 

ICC  No.  4  Main  (Track  No.  31 ) .  Extends  from 
GS&F  at  north  to  FEC  at  south.  Total 
length  8.844  feet  (1.675  miles). 

Total  length — 6.147  miles. 

(b)  State  or  states  in  which  each  line  is 
located:  Florida. 

(c)  County  or  counties  in  which  each  line 
Is  located:  Duval  County.  Florida. 

(d)  Milepost  delineating  each  line  or  por¬ 
tion  of  line:  Jacksonville  Terminal  Company 
does  not  have  milepost  designations.  See  (a) 
above  for  full  track  description. 

(e)  Agency  or  terminal  station  located  on 
each  line  or  portion  of  line  with  milepost 
de.slgnatlons. 

There  are  no  separate  agency  or  terminal 
stations  located  with  the  Jacksonville  Termi¬ 
nal  Company,  however,  the  nearest  agency 
stations  to  the  Jacksonville  Terminal  Com¬ 
pany  are  as  follows : 

Georgia  Southern  &  Florida  Ry.  Co.,  Freight 
Agency,  3000  Old  Kings  Road,  Jacksonville, 
Florida. 

Florida  East  Coast  Railway  Co.,  Freight 
Agent.  7150  Phillips  Highway.  Jacksonville. 
Florida. 

Seaboard  Coast  Line  Railroad  Co..  Freight 
Agent.  116  Druid  Street.  Jacksonville, 
Florida. 

IFR  Doc.77-8819  Filed  3-23-77.8  45  am) 


[Notice  No.  39] 

MOTOR  CARRIER  TEMPORARY 
AUTHORITY  APPLICATIONS 

March  18,  1977. 

The  following  are  notices  of  filing  of 
applications  for  temporary  authority 
under  Section  210a(a)  of  the  Interstate 
Commerce  Act  provided  for  under  the 
provisions  of  49  CFR  1131.3.  These  rules 
provide  that  an  original  and  six  (6) 
copies  of  protests  to  an  application  may 
be  filed  with  the  field  official  named  in 
the  Federal  Reglstxr  publication  no 
later  than  the  15th  calendar  day  after 
the  date  the  notice  of  the  filing  of  the 
application  is  published  in  the  Federal 
Register.  One  copy  of  the  protest  must 
be  served  on  the  applicant,  or  its  au¬ 
thorized  representatives,  if  any,  and  the 
Protestant  must  certify  that  such  serv¬ 
ice  has  been  made.  The  protest  must 
identify  the  operating  authority  upon 
which  it  is  predicated,  specifying  the 
“MC”  docket  and  “Sub”  number  and 
quoting  the  particular  portion  of  au¬ 
thority  upon  which  it  relies.  Also,  the 
Protestant  shall  specify  the  service  it 
can  and  will  provide  and  the  amount 
and  type  of  equipment  It  will  make 
available  for  use  in  coimectlim  with  the 
service  contemplated  by  the  TA  applica¬ 


tion.  The  weight  accorded  a  protest  shall 
be  governed  by  the  completeness  and 
pertinence  of  the  protestant’s  informa¬ 
tion. 

Except  as  otherwise  specifically  noted, 
each  applicant  states  that  there  will  be 
no  significant  effect  on  the  quality  of 
the  human  environment  resulting  from 
approval  of  its  application. 

A  copy  of  _^e  iqiplication  is  on  file, 
and  can  be  examined  at  the  Office  of  the 
Secretary,  Interstate  Commerce  Com¬ 
mission,  Washington,  D.C.,  and  also  in 
the  ICC  Field  Office  to  which  protests 
are  to  be  transmitted. 

Motor  Carriers  of  Property 

No.  MC  69833  (Sub-No.  120TA).  filed 
March  9,  1977.  Applicant:  ASSCXTIATED 
TRUCK  LINES.  INC.,  200  Monroe  Ave. 
N.W.,  6th  Floor.  Vandenberg  Center, 
Grand  Rapids,  Mich.  49502.  Applicant's 
representative:  Harry  Pohlad  (same  ad¬ 
dress  as  applicant) .  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Plastic  bottles,  from  the  plantsite 
and  facilities  of  Amoco  Plastic  Products, 
at  Seymour,  Ind.,  to  Howell,  Mich.,  and 
Milwaukee,  Wis.,  for  180  days.  Applicant 
has  also  filed  an  underlying  ETA  seeking 
up  to  90  days  of  operating  authority. 
Supporting  shipper:  Amoco  Plastics 
Products,  SejTnour,  Ind.  Send  protests 
to:  C.  R.  Flemming,  District  Supervisor, 
Bureau  of  Operations.  Interstate  Com¬ 
merce  Commission.  225  Federal  Bldg., 
Lansftig,  Mich.  48933. 

No.  MC  85934  (Sub-No.  69TA).  filed 
March  7.  1977.  Awlicant:  MICJHIGAN 
TRANSPORTATION  COMPANY.  3601 
Wyoming  Ave.,  Dearborn,  Mich.  48120. 
Applicant's  representative:  Martin  J. 
Leavitt,  22375  Haggerty  Road.  North- 
ville,  Mich.  48167.  AuUiority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Cement,  in  bulk,  from  Waverly, 
Ohio,  to  points  in  West  Virginia  and 
Kentucky,  for  180  days.  Applicant  has 
also  filed  an  underlying  ETA  seeking  up 
to  90  days  of  operating  authority.  Sup¬ 
porting  shipper:  Dundee  Cement  Com¬ 
pany,  James  Riley,  Manager  of  Rates 
and  'Tariffs.  P.O.  Box  122,  Dundee.  Mich. 
48131.  Send  protests  to:  James  A.  Augus- 
tyn.  District  Supen’isor,  Interstate  Com¬ 
merce  Commission.  Bureau  of  Opera¬ 
tions.  1110  Broderick  Tower.  10  Wltherell 
Ave.,  Detroit,  Mich.  48226. 

No.  MC  85934  (Sub-No.  70TA).  filed 
March  7.  1977.  Applicant:  MICHIGAN 
TRANSPORTA-nON  COMPANY.  3601 
Wyoming  Ave.,  Dearborn.  Mich.  48120. 
Applicant's  representative:  Martin  J. 
Leavitt.  22375  Haggerty  Road,  North- 
ville,  Mich.  48167.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Sait,  in  bulk,  from  Manistee.  Mich., 
to  points  in  Ohio.  Indiana  and  Illinois, 
for  180  days.  Applicant  has  also  filed  an 
underlying  ETA  seeking  up  to  90  days  of 
operating  authority.  Supporting  shipper: 
Hardy  Salt  Company.  Eaph  Lowe.  Trans¬ 
portation  Manager.  P.O.  Drawer  449,  St. 


Louis,  Mo.  63166.  Send  protests  to:  James 
A.  Augustyn,  District  Super\’lsw,  Inter¬ 
state  Commerce  CTwnmission,  Bureau  of 
Operations,  1110  Broderick  Tower.  10 
Witherell  Ave.,  Detroit.  Mich.  48226. 

No.  MC  106674  (Sub-No.  224TA).  filed 
March  9.  1977.  Applicant:  SCHILLI 
MOTOR  LINES,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  123, 
Remington,  Ind.  47977.  Applicant's  rep¬ 
resentative:  Jerry  L.  Johnson  (same  ad¬ 
dress  as  applicant) .  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Glass  containers,  cartons  and  carton 
parts,  between  the  plant  and  warehouse 
facilities  of  Thatcher  Glass  Mfg.  Co.. 
Division  of  Dart  Industries.  Inc.. 
Streator,  Ill.;  and  the  plant  and  ware¬ 
house  facilities  of  Proctor  &  Gamble 
Company.  Lexington.  Ky.,  for  180  days. 
Applicant  has  also  filed  an  underlying 
ETA  seeking  up  to  90  days  of  operating 
authority.  Supporting  shipper;  Thatcher 
Glass  Mfg.  Co..  Division  of  Dart  Indus¬ 
tries.  Inc.,  P.O.  Box  265,  Elmira,  N.Y. 
14902.  Send  protests  to:  J.  H.  Gray.  Dis¬ 
trict  Supervisor,  Bureau  of  Operations. 
Interstate  Commerce  Commission.  343 
W.  Wayne  St.,  Fort  Wayne,  Ind.  46802. 

No.  MC  113678  (Sub-No.  660TA).  filed 
March  8,  1977.  Applicant:  CURTIS.  INC., 
4810  Pontiac  St.,  Commerce  City  (Den¬ 
ver)  ,  Colo.  80022.  Applicant's  representa¬ 
tive:  David  Ij.  Metzler,  P.O.  Box  16004 
Stof'kyards  Station,  Denver,  Colo.  80022. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  ir¬ 
regular  routes,  transporting:  Frozen  egg 
products,  from  the  facilities  of  Heying 
Foods.  Inc.,  at  or  near  West  Union.  Iowa, 
to  points  in  Colorado.  low'a.  Kansas.  Mis¬ 
souri.  Nebraska  and  South  Dakota,  for 
180  dsys.  Applicant  has  also  filed  an  un¬ 
derlying  ETA  seeking  up  to  90  days  of 
operating  authority.  Supp>orting  shipper: 
Heying  Foods,  Inc.,  702  W.  Bradford  St., 
West  Union.  Iowa  52175.  Send  protests 
to:  Herbert  C.  Ruoff,  District  Supervisor, 
721  19th  St.,  492  U.S.  Customs  House, 
Denver,  Colo.  80202. 

No.  MC  114123  (Sub-No.  45TA).  filed 
March  8,  1977.  Applicant:  HERMAN  R. 
EWELL.  INC.,  E.  Earl,  Pa.  17519.  Appli¬ 
cant's  representative:  John  M.  Mussel- 
man.  410  N.  Third  St.,  Harrisburg,  Pa. 
17108.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
iiTegular  routes,  transporting:  Liquid  and 
invert  sugar,  corn  syrup  and  mixtures  of 
liquid  and  invert  sugar  and  corn  syrup. 
in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  from  Philadel¬ 
phia,  Pa.,  to  points  in  Delaware,  Mary¬ 
land,  New  Jersey,  New  York,  Virginia 
and  the  District  of  Columbia,  for  180 
days.  Applicant  has  also  filed  an  imder- 
lylng  ETA  seeking  up  to  90  days  of  op¬ 
erating  authority'.  Supporting  shipper: 
National  Sugar  Refining  Company,  1037 
N.  Delaware  Ave.,  Philadelphia,  Pa.  19125. 
Send  protests  to:  Robert  P.  Amerine,  Dis¬ 
trict  Supervisor,  Bureau  of  Opera'tions, 
Interstate  Commerce  Commission,  278 
Federal  Bldg..  P.O.  Box  869,  Harrisburg, 
Pa.  17108. 
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No.  MG  114457  < Sub-No.  296TA),  filed 
Macch  8,  1977.  Applicant:  DART  TRAN¬ 
SIT  COMPANY,  2102  University  Ave.,  St. 
Paul,  Minn.  55114.  Applicant’s  represent¬ 
ative:  James  H.  Wills  (same  address  as 
applicant).  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Dough,  prepared  (except  frozen),  from 
the  plantsite  and  warehoase  facilities  of 
Jeno’s,  Inc.,  in  Duluth,  Minn.,  and  Super¬ 
ior,  Wis.,  to  Doraville,  G?...  restricted  to 
the  traffic  originating  and  destined  to  the 
aoove-named  points,  for  180  days.  Ap¬ 
plicant  has  also  filed  an  underlying  ETA 
seeking  up  to  90  days  of  operating  au¬ 
thority.  Supporting  shipper:  Jeno’s,  Inc., 
525  Lake  Ave.,  South,  Duluth,  Minn. 
Send  protests  to:  Marlon  L.  Cheney, 
Transportation  Assistant,  Interstate 
Commerce  Commission,  Bureau  of  Op¬ 
erations,  414  Federal  Bldg,  and  U.S. 
Courthouse,  110  S.  4th  St.,  Minneapolis, 
Minn.  55401. 

No.  MC  11719  (Sub-No.  615TA)  (Cor¬ 
rection),  filed  Februai'y  24,  1977,  pub¬ 
lished  in  the  FR  issue  of  March  10,  1977, 
and  republished  as  corrected  this  issue. 
AppUcant:  WILLIS  SHAW  FROZEN  EX¬ 
PRESS,  INC.,  P.O  Box  188,  Elm  Springs, 
Ark.  72728.  Applicant’s  representative; 
L.  M.  McLean  (same  addre.ss  as  appli¬ 
cant).  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Cleaning 
and  toashing  compounds,  dry  or  liquid, 
oven  cleaners,  sodium  bicarbonate  and  sal 
soda  (except  in  bulk),  from  Syracuse, 
NY.;  Ft.  Ihomas,  Ky.;  and  Cincinnati, 
Ohio,  to  points  in  Arkansas,  Colorado, 
Iowa,  Kansas,  Idaho,  Minnesota,  Mis¬ 
souri,  Montana,  Nebraska,  New  Mexico. 
North  Dakota,  Oklahoma.  South  Dakota, 
Texas,  Utah,  Wyoming,  Tennessee,  Loui¬ 
siana  and  Mississippi,  for  180  days.  Ap¬ 
plicant  lias  also  filed  an  underlying  ETA 
seeking  up  to  90  days  of  operating  au¬ 
thority.  Supporting  shipper;  Church  & 
Dwight  Co.,  Inc.,  P.O.  Box  369,  Piscata- 
way,  N.J.  38854.  Send  prote.sts  to:  Wil¬ 
liam  H.  Land,  Jr.,  District  Supervisor, 
3108  Federal  Office  Bldg.,  700  W.  Capitol, 
Little  Rock,  Ark.  72201.  The  purpose  of 
this  republication  is  to  add  the  states  of 
Oklahoma  and  South  Dakota,  which  was 
omitted  in  the  previous  publication. 

No,  MC  124306  (Sub.-No.  25TA),  filed 
March  11,  1977.  Apphcant:  KENAN 
TRANSPORT  COMPANY,  INCORPO¬ 
RATED,  P.O.  Box  2729.  Chapel  HiU, 
N.C.  27514.  Applicant’s  representative: 
Francis  W.  Mclnemy,  1000  16th  St., 
Washington,  D.C.  20036.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Synthetic  plastic  granules, 
in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  from  the  plant- 
site  of  Fiber  Industries,  Inc.,  at  or  near 
Fiberton,  N.C.,  to  ports  of  entry  in  New 
York,  on  or  near  the  Niagara  and  St. 
Lawrence  Rivers  on  the  United  States- 
Canada  Boundary  Line.  Applicant  in¬ 
tends  to  interline  at  Canadian  carrier 
ports,  for  180  days.  Applicant  has  also 
filed  an  vinderlyl^  ETA  seeking  up  to 
90  days  (rf  (grating  authority.  SuiH>ort- 
ing  shipper;  Fiber  Industries,  Inc.,  P.O. 


Box  10038,  Charlptte,  N.C.  28201.  Send 
protests  to:  Archie  W.  Andrews,  District 
Supervisor,  Interstate  Commerce  Com¬ 
mission,  Bureau  of  Operations,  P.O.  Box 
26896.  Raleigh,  N.C.  27611. 

No.  MC  124947  (Sub.-No.  54TA) ,  filed 
March  10,  1977.  Applicant:  MACHIN¬ 
ERY  TRANSPORTS,  INC.,  608  Cass  St.. 
P.O.  Box  2338,  E.  Peoria,  lU.  61611.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  representative:  T.  M.  Brown, 
223  Ciudad  Bldg.,  Oklahoma  City,  Okla. 
73112.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  oVer 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Tractors 
(except  tnick  tractors),  parts,  attach¬ 
ments,  accessories,  materials,  and  sup¬ 
plies,  from  the  plantsite  and  facilities  of 
J.  I.  Case  Co.,  at  or  near  Racine,  Wis.,  to 
points  in  California,  Oregon,  Washhig- 
ton,  Idaho,  Utah,  Nevada  and  Arizona, 
for  180  days.  Applicant  has  also  filed  an 
underlying  ETA  seeking  up  to  90  days 
of  operating  authority.  Supporting  ship- 
Ijer:  J.  I.  Case,  700  State  St.,  Racine, 
Wis.  53404.  Send  protests  to:  Joe  Green, 
District  Supervisor.  Room  240  Old  Poet 
Office  Bldg.,  215  NW.  Third  St.,  Okla¬ 
homa  City,  Okla.  73102. 

No.  MC  125777  (Sub-No.  187TA).  filed 
March  7,  1977.  Apphcant:  JACK  GRAY 
TRANSPORT,  INCORPORATED.  4600 
E.  15th  Ave.,  Gary,  Ind.  46403.  Appli¬ 
cant's  representative:  Robert  A.  Tatge, 
(same  address  as  applicant).  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Stone,  slag'  and  one,  in 
dump  vehicles,  from  points  in  New  Mex¬ 
ico,  to  points  in  Arizona,  for  180  days. 
AppUcant  has  also  filed  an  underlying 
ETA  seeking  up  to  90  days  of  operating 
authority.  Supporting  shipper:  White, 
Incorporated,  804  Lincoln.  Buckeye,  Ariz. 
85326.  Send  protests  to:  J.  H.  Gray,  Dis- 
ti'ict  Supervisor,  Bureau  of  Operations, 
Interstate  Commerce  Commission,  343 
W.  Wayne  St.,  Suite  113,  Port  Wayne. 
Ind. 46802. 

No.  MC  126118  (Sub-No.  35TA).  filed 
March  7,  1977,  Applicant:  CRETE  CAR¬ 
RIER  CORPORATION,  P.O.  Box  81228, 
Lincoln.  Nebr.  68501.  Applicant’s  repre- 
.sentative:  Duane  W.  Acklie  (same  ad¬ 
dress  as  applicant) .  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Malt  beverages,  in  containers,  from 
Norfolk,  Va.,  and  its  commercial  zone,  to 
Johnson  City,  Tenn.,  and  Knoxville, 
Tenn.,  and  their  commercial  zones,  for 
180  days.  Applicant  has  also  filed  an  un¬ 
derlying  ETA  seeking  up  to  90  days  of 
operating  authority.  Supporting  ship¬ 
pers:  Houston  E.  Ball,  Manager,  Ray¬ 
mond’s  Distributing  Companj',  Inc.,  5502 
R.  Middlebro(ric  Drive,  Knoxville,  Tenn. 
37901.  David  C.  Boggs,  President,  Boggs 
Distributing  Company,  2210  Buffalo 
Road.  Johnson  City,  'Tenn.  37601,  Send 
protests  to:  Max  H.  Johnston,  District 
Supervisor,  285  Federal  Bldg.,  &  Court¬ 
house,  100  Centennial  Mall  North,  Lin¬ 
coln.  Nebr.  68508. 

No.  MC  126276  (Sub-No.  172TA) 
(Correction),  filed  February  18,  1977, 
published  in  the  Peoeral  Reoistbr  issue 


of  March  3.  1977,  and  republished  as 
corrected  this  issue.  Applicant:  PAST 
MOTOR  SERVICE.  INC.,  9100  Plainfield 
Road,  Brookfield,  HI.  60513.  AppUcanfM 
representative:  James  C.  Hardman,  33  N. 
LaSalle  St.,  Chicago,  m.  60602.  Author¬ 
ity  sought  to  operate  as  a  contract  car¬ 
rier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Metal  containers 
and  metal  container  ends,  from  Danville. 
Ill.,  to  Franklin,  Ky.;  Jeffersonville. 
Ind.;  and  Memphis,  Tenn.,  under  a  con¬ 
tinuing  contract  with  The  CTontinental 
Group,  Inc.,  for  180  days.  Applicant  has 
also  filed  an  imderlylng  ETA  seeking  up 
to  90  days  of  operating  authority.  Sup¬ 
porting  shipper:  The  Continental  Group. 
Inc.,  James  R.  Jandora,  Analyst-Traffic 
&  Distribution.  150  W.  Wacker  Drive, 
Chicago,  Ill.  60606.  Send  protests  to: 
Patricia  A.  Roscoe,  Transportation  As¬ 
sistant,  Interstate  Commerce  Commis¬ 
sion,  Everett  McKinley  Dirksen  Bldg., 
219  S.  Dearborn  St.,  Room  1386,  Chicago, 
m.  60604.  The  purpose  of  this  republica¬ 
tion  is  to  correct  the  commodity  de¬ 
scription  in  this  proceeding. 

No.  MC  129510  (Sub-No.  IITA),  filed 
Marcli  9,  1977.  Applicant:  ENGLUND 
EQUIPMENT  COMPANY,  740  Old  Stage 
Road,  Salinas,  Calif.  93901.  Applicant’s 
representative:  Johil  P.  Fischer,  256 
Montgomery  St.,  San  Francisco,  Calif. 
94104.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
contract  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Electrical 
fittings  and  accessories  for  electrical  fit¬ 
tings,  between  EJi^beth  and  Mt.  Laurel. 
N.J.;  Blandon,  ‘Montgomeryville  and 
Doylestown,  Pa.;  Easton  and  Somer¬ 
ville,  Mass.;  Maugatuck,  Conn.;  Orange¬ 
burg,  S.C.;  Atlanta,  Ga.;  Memphis. 
Tenn.;  Indianapolis,  Ind.;  Elk  Grove 
Village,  m.;  Iowa  City,  Iowa;  Reno.  Nev.; 
and  Tulsa,  CHcla.,  under  a  continuing 
contract  with  Thomas  &  Betts  Corpora¬ 
tion,  for  180  days.  Applicant  has  also 
filed  an  underlying  ETA  seeking  up  to 
90  days  of  operating  authority.  Support¬ 
ing  shipper:  Thomas  &  Betts  Corpora¬ 
tion,  36  Butler  St..  Ehzabeth,  N.J.  07207. 
Send  protests  to:  Claud  W.  Reeves,  Dls- 
l.lct  Supervisor,  211  Main,  Suite  500. 
San  Francisco,  CaUf.  94105. 

No.  MC  134477  (Sub-No.  153TA),  filed 
March  9.  1977.  Applicant:  SCHANNO 
TRANSPORTATION,  INC.,  5  West  Men- 
dota  Road,  West  St.  Paul,  Minn.  55118. 
Applicant’s  representative:  Robert  P. 
Sack,  P.O.  Box  6010,  West  St.  Paul,  Minn. 
55118.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Food¬ 
stuffs  (except  commodities  In  bulk) ,  from 
the  facilities  of  Commercial  Distribution 
Center,  Inc.,  at  or  near  Independence. 
Mo.,  to  points  in  Connecticut,  Delaware, 
Maryland.  Massachusetts,  New  Jersey. 
New  Hampshire,  New  York,  Ohio,  Penn¬ 
sylvania,  Rhode  Island,  Virginia,  West 
Virginia  and  the  District  of  Columbia, 
for  180  days.  Applicant  has  also  filed  an 
underlying  ETA  seeking  up  to  90  days  of 
operating  auth(xrlty.  Supporting  ship¬ 
per:  Commercial  Distribution  Center. 
Ihc.,  P.O,  Box  477,  Independence,  Mo.’ 
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64051.  Send  protests  to:  Marion  L.  Che¬ 
ney,  TransportatiMi  Assistant,  Interstate 
Commerce  Commission,  Bureau  of  Op¬ 
erations,  414  Federal  Bldg.,  k  U.S.  Court¬ 
house,  110  S.  4th  St.,  Minneapolis,  Minn. 
55401. 

No.  MC  134716  (Sub-No.  7TA>.  hied 
March  7,  1977.  Applicant:  RUSH 

TRUCKING,  INC.,  3006  SW.  2nd  Ave., 
Ft.  Lauderdale,  Pla.  33315.  Applicant’s 
representative:  John  P.  Bond,  2766 
Douglas  Road,  Miami,  Pla.  33133.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  contract 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Radio  and  elec¬ 
tronic  component  parts  and  accessories. 
between  the  Miami  International  Air¬ 
port  on  the  one  hand,  and,  points  in 
Dade,  Broward  and  Palm  Beach  Coun¬ 
ties,  on  the  other,  all  shipments  having 
a  prior  or  subsequent  movement  by  air, 
under  a  continuing  contract  with  Motor¬ 
ola  Communications  Division,  for  1*^ 
days.  Supporting  shipper:  Motorola 
Commimicatlons  Division,  800  W.  Sun¬ 
rise  Blvd.,  Port  Lauderdale,  Fla.  33322. 
Send  protests  to:  Joseph  B.  Telchert. 
District  Supervisor,  Interstate  Com¬ 
merce  Commission.  Biureau  of  CH>era- 
tions,  Monterey  Bldg.,  Suite  101,  8410 
N.W.  53rd  Terrace,  Miami,  Fla.  33166. 

No.  MC  135236  (Sub-No.  15TA),  filed 
March  10,  1977.  Applicant:  LOGAN 
TRUCKING,  INC.,  801  Erie  Ave.,  Logans- 
port,  Ind.  46947.  Applicant’s  representa¬ 
tive:  Donald  W.  Smith,  One  Indiana 
Square,  Suite  2465,  Indianapolis,  Ind. 
46204.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Food  and 
foodstuffs,  in  vehicles  equipped  with 
mechanical  refrigeration  (except  com¬ 
modities  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles) ,  from 
the  plant  and  warehouse  facilities  of 
Kraft,  Inc.,  at  Champaign,  ni.,  to  points 
in  Connecticut,  Delaware,  Maine,  Mary¬ 
land,  Massachusetts,  New  Hampshire, 
New  Jersey,  New  York,  Pennsylvania. 
Rhode  Island,  Vermont,  Virginia,  and 
the  District  of  Columbia,  for  180  days. 
Supporting  shipper:  Kraft,  Inc.,  500 
Peshtigo  Court.  Chicago,  Ill.  60690. 
Send  protests  to:  J.  H.  Gray,  District 
Supervisor,  Bureau  of  Operations,  Inter¬ 
state  Commerce  Commissi(Mi,  343  W. 
Wayne  St.,  Suite  113,  Fort  Wayne,  Ind. 
46802. 

No.  MC  136987  (Sub-No.  15TA) ,  fUed 
March  9,  1977.  Applicant:  REIMINGTON 
FREIGHT  LINES,  INC.,  P.O,  Box  315, 
U.S.  24  West,  Remington,  Ind.  47977. 
Applicant’s  representative:  William  H. 
Towle,  180  N.  LaSalle  St.,  CThicago,  HI. 
60601.  Authority  sought  to  cerate  as  a 
contract  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
Irregular  routes,  transporting:  Food¬ 
stuffs  (except  commodities  in  bulk), 
from  the  plantsite  and/or  warehouse 
facilities  of  George  A.  Hormel  k  Co.,  at 
or  near  Beloit,  Wls.,  to  points  In  Indiana, 
Maryland,  New  Jersey,  New  York,  CMiio 
and  Pennsylvania,  restricted  to  product 
originating  at  named  (»1gln  and  destined 
to  named  points,  imder  a  ctmUnuing 
contract  with  George  A.  Hormel  k  Co.,  for 
180  days.  Applicant  has  also  filed  an 


underly'ing  ETA  seeking  up  to  90  days  of 
operating  authority.  Supporting  shipper: 
George  A.  Hormel  It  Co.,  P.O.  Box  800, 
Austin.  Minn.  55912.  Send  protests  to: 
J.  H.  Gray,  District  Supervisor,  Bureau 
of  Operations,  Interstate  Commerce 
Commission,  343  W.  Wayne  St.,  Suite 
113,  Fort  Wayne,  Ind.  46802. 

No.  MC  138225  (Sub-No.  4TA).  filed 
March  11.  1977.  Applicant:  HEDRICK 
ASSOCIATES.  INC.,  RH.  No.  2.  Box 
10A2.  Douglas  Road,  Far  Hills,  N.J. 
07931.  Applicant’s  representative:  Wil¬ 
liam  P.  Jackson,  Jr.,  3426  N.  Washington 
Blvd.,  P.O.  Box  1267,  Arlington,  Va. 
22210.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
contract  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Marine 
engines,  from  the  facilities  of  Chrysler 
Corp.,  Marine  Division,  at  or  near 
Marysville,  Mich.,  and  the  facilities  of 
Perkins  Engines.  Inc.,  at  or  near  Farm¬ 
ington,  Mich.,  to  the  facilities  of  Mack 
Boring  k  Parts  Company,  at  or  near 
Union,  N.J.,  under  a  (xmtlnuing  cimtract 
with  Mack  Boring  &  Parts  Company,  for 
180  days.  Applicant  has  also  filed  an 
underl^g  ETA  seeking  up  to  90  days 
of  operatfiig  authority.  Supporting  ^p- 
per:  Mack  Boring  It  Parts  Company, 
Engine  City,  Route  22,  Union,  N.J.  07063. 
Send  protests  to:  Rcibert  S.  H.  Vance, 
District  Siqiervlsor,  Interstate  Com¬ 
merce  Commission,  9  Clinton  St., 
Newark,  N.J.  07102. 

No.  MC  139156  (Sub-No.  4TA),  filed 
March  11,  1977.  Applicant:  FAITH 
TRUCK  UNES,  INC.,  26  W.  142nd  St., 
DLxmoor,  ni.  60426.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Charlie  Woodard  (same  ad¬ 
dress  as  applicant).  Authority  soui^t  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregiilar  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Muriatic  acid.  In  rubber  lined  tank 
vehicles,  from  Lake  Charles,  La.,  to 
Chicago,  Ill.,  and  its  commercial  zone 
and  Holland,  Mich.;  and  from  Geismar, 
La.,  to  Chicago,  HI.,  and  Its  commercial 
zone  and  Holland,  Mich.,  for  180  days. 
Applicant  has  also  filed  an  imderlylng 
ETA  seeking  up  to  90  days  of  operating 
authority.  Supporting  shii^r:  Thomp¬ 
son  Hayward  Chemical  Company,  Jack 
H.  Stitzer,  Acid  Sales  Coordinator.  2501 
S.  Damen  Ave.,  Chicago,  HI.  60608.  Send 
protests  to:  Patricia  A.  Roscoe,  Trans¬ 
portation  Assistant,  Interstate  C(mi- 
merce  Commission,  Everett  McKinley 
Dirksen  Bldg.,  219  S.  Dearborn  St.,  Room 
1386,  Chicago,  HI.  60604. 

No.  MC  139236  (Sub-No.  2TA),  filed 
March  10,  1977.  Applicant:  M.OR.T. 
ENTERPRISES,  INC.,  532  N.  Main, 
Gresham,  Oreg.  97030.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Hochell  k  Clausen,  William- 
ette  Bldg.,  534  S.W.  3rd  Ave.,  Portland, 
Oreg.  97204.  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Alcoholic  beverages,  in  containers  and 
new  and  used  containers  (glass  bottles 
and  kegs),  between  points  in  Oregon, 
Waslfington  and  California;  and  from 
points  In  Oregon,  to  points  in  Arizona 
and  Nevada,  for  180  days.  Supporting 
shippers:  Potter  Distilleries  Inc.,  2131 


NE.  194th,  Portland,  Oreg.  97230.  Man¬ 
chester’s  Dist.  Inc.,  903  N.E.  Cleveland. 
Gresham,  Oreg.  97030.  Send  protests  to: 
R.  V.  Dubay,  District  Supervisor.  Bureau 
of  Operati(ms.  Interstate  Ccsnmerce 
Commissi(Mi,  114  Pioneer  Courthouse. 
Portland,  Oreg.  97204. 

No.  MC  140786  (Sub-No.  3TA>.  filed 
February  16,  1977.  Applicant:  THE 
UNITED  STATES  CARGO  AND  COU¬ 
RIER  SERVICE  INCORPORATED.  1362 
Essex  Ave.,  P.O.  Box  1169,  Columbus. 
Ohio  43216.  Applicant’s  representative: 
Boyd  B.  Farris,  50  W.  Broad  St.,  Colum¬ 
bus.  Ohio  43215.  Authority  sought  to  op¬ 
erate  as  a  contract  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Mining  machinery  parts,  and  equip¬ 
ment  and  supplies  used  in  the  manufac¬ 
ture  or  repair  of  mining  machinery,  be¬ 
tween  Columbus,  Ohio,  on  the  one  hand, 
and  on  the  other,  mine  site  locations  or 
facilities  of  subcontractors  serving  mine 
site  locations  at  or  near  Oneida,  Chat¬ 
tanooga,  Jasper,  Kells  Creek,  Kings¬ 
port.  Lake  City,  Memp>his.  Morristown. 
Knoxville  and  Chimberland  Gap,  Tenn.; 
Adger,  Berry,  Bessemer.  Birmingham, 
Brcx^wood,  Dempoolis,  Dixiana,  Grays - 
ville,  Mulga,  Parrish,  and  Quinton,  Ala.: 
Acw'orth  and  Atlanta,  Ga.;  Fort  Smith. 
Ark.;  Belt<»i  and  Woodruff,  S.C.;  and 
Edgewater,  Newark  and  Oceanside,  N.J.. 
imder  a  continuing  contract  with  Jef¬ 
frey  Mining  Machinery  Ccxnpany,  for 
180  days.  Applicant  has  also  filed  an 
underlying  ETA  seeking  up  to  90  days 
of  operating  authority.  Supporting  ship¬ 
per:  Jeffrey  Mining  Ma^lnery  Com¬ 
pany.  Division  of  Dresser  Industries,  Inc., 
P.O.  Box  1879,  CToliunbus,  Ohio  43216. 
Send  protests  to:  FYank  L.  Calvary,  Dis¬ 
trict  Supervisor,  Interstate  Commerce 
Commission,  220  Federal  Bldg.,  Ii  U.S. 
Courthouse.  85  Marconi  Blvd.,  Columbus, 
Ohio  43215. 

No.  MC  141804  (Sub-No.  40TA)  (cor¬ 
rection)  .  filed  January  5.  1977,  published 
in  the  Federal  Register  issue  of  January 
27,  1977,  and  republished  as  corrected 
this  issue.  Applicant:  WESTERN  FIX- 
PRESS,  DIVISION  OP  INTERSTATE 
RENTAL,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  422,  Goodletts- 
ville,  ’Tenn.  37072.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Frederick  J.  Coffman,  P.O. 
Box  81849,  Lincoln,  Nebr.  68501.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operat  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  IndividtuMy  por¬ 
tioned  control  packaged  foodstuffs,  not 
frozen  (except  meat,  meat  products  and 
meat  by-products),  fr(Mn  the  plantside 
and  storsige  facilities  of  Serv-A-Portion, 
Inc.,  at  or  near  Chatsworth.  Calif.,  to 
points  in  Alabama,  Arkansas,  Georgia, 
Illinois,  Indiana,  Kentucky,  Louisiana, 
Maryland.  M^higan,  West  Virginia,  Del¬ 
aware.  Washington,  D.C.,  Virginia. 
North  Carcdina,  South  Carolina.  Florida, 
Ohio,  Tennessee.  ’Texas,  Oklahoma, 
Missouri  and  Mississippi,  for  180  days. 
Applicant  has  also  filed  an  underlying 
ETA  seeing  up  to  90  days  of  operating 
authority.  Suppmting  shipper:  Serv-A- 
PiM^loa.  Inc.,  9140  Lurllne  Ave.,  Chats¬ 
worth,  Calif.  91311.  Send  protests  to:  Joe 
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J.  Tate,  District  Supervisor,  Bureau  cf 
Operations,  Interstate  Commerce  Com¬ 
mission,  Suite  A-422  U.S.  Courthouse.  801 
Broadway,  Nashville.  Tenn.  37203.  The 
purpose  of  this  republication  is  to  add 
the  state  of  Georgia. 

No.  MC  142672  (Sub-No.  ITA*  (cor¬ 
rection),  filed  February  23,  1977.  pub¬ 
lished  in  the  Federal  Register  Issue  of 
March  10,  1977,  and  republished  as  cor¬ 
rected  this  issue.  Applicant:  DAVID 
BENEUX  PRODUCE  &  TRUCKING 
COMPANY,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  232,  Mul¬ 
berry,  Ark.  72947.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Don  Garrison,  204  Highway  71 
North,  Suite  3,  Springdale,  Ark.  72764. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  New  furniture, 
crated,  from  Port  Smith  and  Van  Buren, 
Ark.,  to  points  in  Arizona,  California, 
Idaho,  Nevada,  New'  Mexico,  Oregon, 
Utah  and  Washington,  for  180  days.  Sup¬ 
porting  shippers:  There  are  approxi¬ 
mately  8  statements  of  support  attached 
to  the  application,  which  may  be  ex¬ 
amined  at  the  Interstate  Commerce 
Commission  in  Washington,  D.C.,  or 
copies  thereof  which  may  be  examined  at 
the  field  office  named  below.  Send  pro¬ 
test  to:  William  H.  Land,  Jr.,  District 
Supervisor,  3108  Federal  Office  Bldg.,  700 
W.  Capitol,  Little  Rock,  Ark.  72201.  The 
purpose  of  this  republication  is  to  state 
the  state  of  Washington  in  lieu  of  the 
District  of  Columbia. 

No.  MC  141882  (Sub-No.  3TA),  filed 
March  10,  1977.  Applicant:  GAYLE  T. 
McGARRY,  doing  business  as  EAGLE 
TRANSFER  &  STORAGE  CO.,  P.O.  Box 
“P”,  2110  1st  Ave.,  North,  Lewiston, 
Idaho  83501.  Applicant’s  representative: 
Gene  P.  Johnson,  425  Gate  City  Bldg., 
Fargo,  N.  Dak.  58102.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  contract  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  (1)  Carbonated  beverages,  from 
Lewiston,  Idaho,  to  Pendleton,  Oreg.;  (2) 
Empty  glass  bottles,  from  Tracy,  Calif., 
and  Portland,  Oreg.;  to  Lewiston,  Idaho; 
(3)  Cases  for  carbonate  beverage  bot¬ 
tles  and  cans,  from  Castaic,  Calif.,  to 
Lewiston,  Idaho;  and  (4)  Vending  ma¬ 
chines,  from  Pinedale,  C?alif .,  to  Lewiston, 
Idaho,  under  a  continuing  contract  with 
Idaho  Beverages,  Inc.,  for  180  days.  Ap¬ 
plicant  has  also  filed  an  underlying  ETA 
seeking  up  to  90  days  of  operating  au¬ 
thority.  Supporting  shipper:  Idaho 
Beverages,  Inc.,  2108  First  Ave.,  North, 
Lewiston,  Idaho  83501.  Send  protests  to: 
L.  D.  Boone,  Transportation  Specialist. 
Bureau  of  Operations,  Interstate  Com¬ 
merce  Commissicwi,  858  Federal  Bldg., 
Seattle,  Wash.  98174. 

No.  MC  142967  (Sub-No.  ITA),  filed 
March  11,  1977.  Applicant:  RAY  RE- 
BICH,  doing  business  as  RAY  REBICH 
TRUCKING,  Route  1,  Box  18,  DiUcm, 
Mont.  59725.  Apidicant’s  representative: 
Charles  A,  Murray,  Jr.,  207A  Bdmer 
Bldg,  2822  Third  Ave.,  North,  Billings, 
Mont.  59101.  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  contract  carrier,  by  motor  vdilcle, 
over  Irregular  routes,  transpcHiing: 
Hides,  dead  or  slaughtered  animal  and 


and  parts  thereof,  unfit  for  hu¬ 
man  censumptitm,  from  Dillon,  Mont.,  to 
EoiDe,  Idaho;  Ogden,  Utah;  and  Spo- 
k.-vne.  Wash.,  imder  a  continuing  con¬ 
tract  with  Tri-State  Industries,  Inc.,  for 
180  days.  Applicant  has  also  filed  an 
;:nderlying  ETA  seeking  up  to  90  days  of 
operating  authority.  Supporting  shipper: 
Walter  R.  Pickett,  Traffic  Manager,  Tri- 
State  Industries,  Inc.,  P.O.  Box  7946, 
Boise,  Idaho  83707.  Send  protests  to: 
Paul  J.  Labane,  District  Supervisor, 
Interstate  Commerce  Commission,  2602 
First  Ave.,  North,  Billings,  Mont.  59101. 

No.  MC  143014TA,  filed  March  10,  1977. 
Applicant ;  WH^LIAM  FLO'YD  SIMS,  do¬ 
ing  business  as  FLOYD  SIMS,  P.O.  Box 
651.  Old  Fort,  N.C.  28762.  Applicant’s 
representative:  George  W.  Clapp,  109 
Hartsville  St.,  P.O.  Box  8.36,  Taylors,  S.C. 
29687.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
contract  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transix>rting:  Rough 
hardwood  lumberk  kiln  dried  and  cut  to 
size,  from  Heber  SfM-ings,  and  North 
Little  Rock,  Aric.,  to  Canton  and  Green¬ 
wood,  Miss.,  points  in  North  Carolina 
and  points  in  Tennessee  on  and  east  of 
U.  S.  Highway  27,  under  a  continuing 
contract  with  Southern  Squares  Com¬ 
pany,  Inc.,  for  180  days.  Applicant  has 
also  filed  an  underlying  ETA  seeking  up 
to  90  days  of  operating  authority.  Sup¬ 
porting  shipper:  Southern  Squares 
Company,  Inc.,  P.  O.  Box  5392,  N.  Little 
Rock,  Ark.  72119.  Send  protests  to:  Ter¬ 
rell  Price,  District  Supervisor,  800  Briar 
Creek  Road,  Room  CC516,  Mart  Office 
Bldg.,  Charlotte,  N.  C.  28205. 

No.  MC  1430 15TA.  filed  March  11, 
1977.  Applicant;  DOUGLAS  J.  NAK- 
KULA,  116  Dover  Road,  Calumet,  Mich. 
49913.  Applicant’s  representative:  Doug¬ 
las  J.  Nakkula  (same  address  as  appli¬ 
cant)  .  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Milled 
lumber,  from  points  in  the  Upper  Penin¬ 
sula  of  Michigan,  to  points  in  Wisconsin 
and  Illinois,  for  180  days.  Supporting 
shipper:  Silver  Forest  Products,  Inc.,  322 
Calmet  St.,  Lake  Linden,  Mich,  49945. 
Send  protests  to:  C.  R.  Flemming,  Dis¬ 
trict  Supervisor,  Bureau  of  Operations, 
Interstate  Commerce  Commission,  225 
Federal  Bldg.,  Lansing,  Mich.  48933. 

No.  MC  143019TA,  filed  March  11,  1977. 
Applicant:  ENTERPRISE  TRANSPORT 
CO.,  50  California  St.,  Suite  3500,  San 
R'ancisco,  Calif.  94111.  Applicant’s 
representative:  Robert  D.  King,  5327 
Jacuzzi  St.,  Richmemd.  Calif.  94804.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  contract 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Waste  paper,  (1) 
between  points  in  Arizona,  Oregon, 
Nevada  and  California;  and  (2)  between 
points  in  Tennessee,  North  Carolina, 
South  Carolina,  Mississiivi,  Alabama, 
Georgia  and  Florida,  under  a  continu¬ 
ing  contract  with  Consolidated  Fibres 
Ihc.,  for  180  days.  AiH^icant  has  alM  filed 
an  underlying  ETA  seeing  up  to  M  days 
of  operating  authority.  Supporting  ship¬ 
per:  ConsoUdated  Fibres  Inc.,  50  Cali¬ 
fornia  St.,  Suite  3500,  San  Francisco, 


Calif.  94111.  Send  protests  to:  Claud  W. 
Reeves,  District  Supervisor.  211  Main, 
Suite  500,  San  Francisco,  Calif.  94105. 

No.  MC  143021TA.  filed  March  11. 
1977.  Applicant:  R.  E.  BAIRD  &  SONS 
LTD..  Perth-Andover,  Victoria  County, 
New  Brunswick,  Canada.  Applicant’s 
representative:  Graeme  S.  Shaw.  P.O. 
Box  500,  Perth-Andover,  New  Brunswick, 
Canada.  Author!^  sought  to  operate  as 
a  contract  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Wood- 
chips,  sawdust  and  shavings,  in  bulk, 
from  ix>rts  of  entry  (m  the  International 
Boundary  line  betw'een  the  United  States 
and  Canada  at  ot  near  Houlton  and  Fort 
Fairfield.  Maine,  to  Houlton,  Lincoln  and 
Old  Town,  Maine,  restricted  to  trans¬ 
portation  perform^  under  a  continuing 
contract  with  Ralph  F.  Sadler,  Ltd.,  of 
Perth-Andover,  New  Brunswick,  Canada, 
for  180  days.  Supporting  shipper:  Ralph 
F.  Sadler,  Ltd.,  Perth-Aiidover,  New 
Brunswick,  Canada.  Send  protests  to: 
Donald  G.  Weiler,  District  Supervisor, 
Bureau  of  Operations,  Interstate  Com¬ 
merce  Commission.  Room  307,  76  Pearl 
St.,  Portland,  Maine  04111. 

No.  MC  143022TA.  filed  March  9,  1977. 
AppUcant:  ROUNDUP  ’TRUCKING. 

INC.,  P.O.  Box  311,  Roundup,  Mont. 
59072.  AiH>licant’s  representative:  Joe 
Mikkelson  (same  address  as  applicant) . 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  ir¬ 
regular  routes,  transporting:  Lumber  and 
treated  posts,  from  Roundup,  Mont.,  to 
points  in  Minnesota,  for  180  days.  Sup¬ 
porting  shipper:  Kelly  Gdihardt,  Gen¬ 
eral  Manager,  Gebhardt  Post  Plant  and 
SawTuill,  P.O.  Box  331,  Roundup,  Mont. 
59072  Srad  protests  to:  Paul  J.  Laband, 
District  Supervisor.  Interstate  Ccnnmerce 
Commission,  2602  First  Ave.,  North,  Bil¬ 
lings,  Mont.  59101. 

No.  MC  143023TA.  filed  March  10,  1977. 
Applicant:  CHIWAUKEE  TRUCK 

LINES,  INC.,  1501  W,  Pershing  Road, 
Chicago,  m.  60609.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Robert  J.  Gill,  29  S.  LaSalle 
St.,  Chicago,  Ill.  60603.  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  mo¬ 
tor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  trans¬ 
porting:  (1)  Malt,  carbonated  and  cereal 
beverages,  beverage  containers  and  ad- 
vertising  matter;  and  (2)  Empty  malt 
beverage  containers  and  pallets  on  re¬ 
turn.  from  Memphis,  Tenn.,  to  points  in 
Cook  and  DuPage  Counties,  HI.,  for  180 
days:  Supporting  shipper:  Geocaris  & 
Co.,  Robert  S.  Geocaris.  President.  1501 
W.  Pershing  Road,  Chicago,  HI.  60609. 
Send  protests  to:  Patricia  A.  Roscoe, 
’Transportation  Assistant.  Interstate 
Commerce  Commission.  Everett  Mc¬ 
Kinley  Dirksen  Bldg.,  219  S.  Dearborn 
St.,  Room  1386,  Chicago,  HI.  60604. 

No.  MC  143024TA.  filed  March  10. 
1977.  AppUcant:  JACOBSMA  ’TRANS¬ 
PORT,  INC.  OF  SIOUX  CITY,  2600 
Highway  75  North,  Sioux  City,  Iowa 
51105.  AppUcant’s  representative:  Scott 
E.  Daniel,  P.O.  Box  82028,  Lincoln,  Nebr. 
68501.  Authority  sought  to  (8?erate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vdikle,  oivcr 
Irregular  routes,  transporting;  lAqrdd 
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fertilitcr  solutions,  in  bulk,  in  tank  ve¬ 
hicles.  from  Oyens,  Iowa,  to  points  in 
Minnesota,  South  Dakota  and  Nebraska, 
restricted  to  trafiftc  originating  at  Oyens. 
low  a  and  destined  to  points  in  the  named 
destination  states,  for  180  days.  Appli¬ 
cant  has  also  filed  an  xmderlying  ETA 
seeking  up  to  90  days  of  operating  au¬ 
thority.  Supporting  shipper:  D.  W.  Si- 
monsen.  President,  Simonsen  Mill.  Inc.. 
Quimby,  Iowa  51049.  Send  protests  to: 
Carroll  Russell.  District  Supervisor,  In¬ 
terstate  Commerce  Commission,  Suite 
620,  110  N.  14th  St.,  Omaha.  Nebr.  68102. 

By  the  Commission. 

Robert  L.  Oswald, 
Secretary. 

IFR  EK>c.77  8812  Filed  3-23-77;8:45  am| 


(Notice  No.  38] 

MOTOR  CARRIER  TEMPORARY 
AUTHORITY  APPLICATIONS 

March  16.  1977. 

The  following  are  notices  of  filing  of 
applications  for  temporary  authority 
under  Section  2 10a (a)  of  the  Interstate 
Commerce  Act  provided  for  under  the 
provisions  of  49  CFR  1131.3.  The.se  rules 
provide  that  an  original  and  six  (6)  cop¬ 
ies  of  protests  to  an  application  may  be 
filed  with  the  field  oflBcial  named  in  the 
Federal  Register  publication  no  later 
than  the  15th  calendar  day  after  the  date 
the  notice  of  the  filing  of  the  application 
is  published  in  the  Federal  Register. 
One  copy  of  the  protest  must  be  served 
on  the  applicant,  or  its  authorized  rep¬ 
resentative,  if  any,  and  the  protestant 
must  certify  that  such  service  has  been 
made.  The  protest  must  identify  the  op¬ 
erating  authority  upon  which  it  is  predi¬ 
cated.  specifying  the  "MC”  docket  and 
‘  Sub’’  number  and  quoting  the  particu¬ 
lar  portion  of  authority  upon  which  it 
relies.  Also,  the  protestant  shall  specify 
the  service  it  can  and  will  provide  and 
the  amount  and  type  of  equipment  it 
w  ill  make  available  for  use  in  connection 
with  the  service  contemplated  by  the  TA 
application.  The  weight  accorded  a  pro¬ 
test  shall  be  governed  by  the  complete- 
ne.ss  and  pertinence  of  the  Protestant’s 
information. 

Except  as  otherwise  specifically  noted, 
each  applicant  states  that  there  will  be 
no  significant  effect  on  the  quality  of 
the  human  environment  resulting  from 
approval  of  its  application. 

A  copy  of  the  application  is  on  file,  and 
can  be  examined  at  the  OflSce  of  the 
Secretary,  Interstate  Commerce  Com¬ 
mission.  Washington,  D.C.,  and  also  in 
the  ICC  Field  Office  to  which  protests  are 
to  be  transmitted. 

Motor  Carriers  of  Property 

No.  MC  3581  (Sub-No.  20TA).  filed 
March  7,  1977.  Applicant:  THE  MOTOR 
CONVOY.  INC.,  275  Convoy  Drive  SW.. 
Atlanta,  Ga^  30354.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Paul  J.  DanieU,  P.O.  Box  872, 
Atlanta,  Oa.  30301.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  New  trucks,  in  initial  movement  in 


truckaway  service,  from  the  plantsite 
of  Ford  Motor  Company.  Norfolk,  Va.. 
to  points  in  Pennsylvania.  Delaware. 
Maryland,  North  Carolina,  South  Caro¬ 
lina.  Kentucky,  West  Virginia.  Georgia, 
Florida.  Alabama,  Mississippi,  Ohio, 
New  Jersey.  Michigan.  New  York,  Ten¬ 
nessee  and  the  District  of  Columbia,  for 
180  da^-s.  Applicant  has  also  filed  an 
underlying  ETA  seeking  up  to  90  days 
of  operating  authority.  Supporting  ship¬ 
per:  Ford  Motor  Company.  P.O.  Box 
1328  B.  Dearborn.  Mich.  48121.  Send  pro¬ 
tests  to:  Sara  K.  Davis,  Transportation 
Assistant.  Interstate  Commerce  Com¬ 
mission,  Bui'eau  of  Operations,  1252  W. 
Peachtree  St.  NW.,  Room  546,  Atlanta, 
Ga.  30309. 

No.  MC  4963  (Sub-No.  51TA).  filed 
March  4.  1977.  Applicant;  ALLEGHANY 
CORPORATION,  doing  business  as 
JONES  MOTOR,  Bridge  St.,  and  Schuyl¬ 
kill  Road.  Spring  City,  P.  19475.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  William  H.  Peiffer 
•  same  address  as  applicant).  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier. 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  General  comynodities  (ex¬ 
cept  those  of  unusual  value.  Classes  A 
and  B  explosives,  household  goods  as  de¬ 
fined  by  the  Commission,  commodities 
in  bulk  and  those  requiring  special  equip¬ 
ment*.  between  points  in  Fayette  and 
Greene  County,  Pa.,  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  <m  the  other,  points  in  Connecticut, 
Delaware;  those  in  Blinois  on  and  south 
of  a  line  beginning  at  New  Boston.  Ill., 
and  extending  along  Illinois  Highway  17 
to  Junction  U.S.  Highway  34  at  or  near 
Ne’icoma.  Ill.,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway 
34  to  Chicago.  III.,  including  points  on 
the  indicated  portion  of  the  highways 
specified:  Indiana;  those  in  Maryland 
east  of  a  line  beginning  at  the  Mary- 
land-Pennsylvania  State  line  and  ex¬ 
tending  along  Maryland  Highway  45  to 
Cockeysville.  Md.,  thence  along  Mary¬ 
land  Highway  45  to  Baltimore.  Md., 
those  in  part  of  Maryland  east  of  the 
Susquehanna  River  and  Chesapeake 
Bay.  those  on  U.S.  Highway  140  between 
Baltimore.  Md.,  and  Reistertown,  Md., 
those  on  Maryland  Highw’ay  30  between 
Reistertown.  Md..  and  the  Maryland-  < 
Pennsylvania  State  line,  and  those  on 
U  S.  Highway  1  between  Baltimore,  Md., 
and  Washington.  D.C.;  Massachusetts; 
Jackson  and  Flint,  Mich.,  and  points  in 
Michigan  within  thirty  (30)  miles  of  De¬ 
troit.  Mich.;  St.  Louis.  Mo.;  points  in 
New  Hampshire  within  fifteen  (15)  miles 
of  Manchester,  N.H.;  points  in  New  Jer¬ 
sey.  (except  those  in  Atlantic  and  Cape 
May  Coimties,  NJ.> ;  Buffalo,  N.Y., 
thase  in  New  York  within  eighty  (80) 
miles  of  Erie,  Pa.,  and  those  in  New 
York  within  one  hundred  and  fifty  (150) 
miles  of  Scranton,  Pa.;  North  Carolina; 
Toledo.  Ohio,  those  in  Ohio  within 
twenty  <20)  miles  of  Akron.  Cleveland 
and  Warren.  Ohio  resE>ectively.  those  in 
Ohio  within  thirty  (30)  miles  of  Canton. 
Ohio;  Rhode  Island.  Bristol,  Term.;  Vir¬ 
ginia;  and  points  of  Beech  Bottom,  Weir- 
ton  and  Wheeling,  W.  Va.,  for  180  days. 
Applicant  has  also  filed  an  underlying 
ETA  seeking  up  to  90  days  of  operating 


authority.  Supporting  shippers;  ’There 
are  approximately  10  statements  of 
support  attached  to  the  application, 
which  may  be  examined  at  the  Interstate 
Commerce  Commission  in  Washington. 
D.C.,  or  copies  thereof  which  may  be 
examined  at  the  field  office  named  below*. 
Send  protests  to;  Monica  A.  Blodgett. 
Transportation  Assistmit,  Interstate 
Commerce  Commission.  600  Arch  St.. 
Room  3238,  Philadelphia,  Pa.  19106. 

No.  MC  57591  (Sub-No.  18TA).  filed 
March  8.  1977.  Applicant;  EVANS  DELI¬ 
VERY  COMPANY.  IN':..  P.O.  Box  268, 
Pottsville.  Pa.  17901.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Joseph  F.  Hoary.  121  S.  Main 
St.,  Taylor,  Pa.  18517.  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  regular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  General  commodities  (except  those 
of  unusual  value.  Classes  A  and  B  explo¬ 
sives.  household  g(x>ds  as  defined  by  the 
Commission,  commodities  in  bulk,  com¬ 
modities  requiring  special  equipment  and 
those  injurious  or  contaminating  to  other 
lading*,  between  Allentowm,  Bethlehem. 
Walnutport.  Lehigh  Gap.  Weissport, 
Elaston.  Emmaus.  Catasauqua,  North¬ 
ampton  and  Slatington,  Pa.;  between  Al¬ 
lentown.  Pa.,  and  Easton.  Pa.,  serving  the 
intermediate  point  of  Bethlehem,  Pa., 
from  Allentowm.  over  U.S.  Route  22  to 
Easton,  and  return  over  the  same  route: 
betw’een  Eknmaus,  Pa.,  and  Weissport. 
Pa.,  serving  the  intermediate  points  of 
Allentown.  Slatington.  Walnutport  and 
Lehigh  (Sap.  Pa.;  from  Eknmaus,  over  un-  ■ 
numbered  highway  to  Allentowm,  thence 
over  Pennsylvania  Highway  309  to  junc¬ 
tion  Pennsylvania  Highway  873,  thence 
over  Pennsylvania  Highway  873  to  Slat¬ 
ington.  thence  over  unnumbered  highw’ay 
to  Walnutport.  thence  over  Pennsylvania 
Highway  145  to  junction  Pennsylvania 
Highway  248.  thence  over  Pennsylvania 
Highway  248  to  Weissport  and  return 
over  the  same  route:  between  Easton  and 
Weissport,  Pa.,  serving  the  intermediate 
point  of  Lehigh  Gap.  Pa.;  from  Easton 
over  Pennsylvania  Highway  248  to  Weiss¬ 
port  and  return  over  the  same  route: 
between  Emmaus  and  Northampton.  Pa., 
serving  the  intermediate  points  of  Allen¬ 
town  and  Catasauqua.  Pa.;  from  Em¬ 
maus  over  unnumbered  highway  to  Al¬ 
lentown,  thence  over  U.S.  Route  22  to 
junction  unnumbered  highway,  thence 
over  unnumbered  highway  to  Northamp¬ 
ton  and  return  over  the  same  route.  Ap¬ 
plicant  intends  to  interline  at  Allentown, 
Easton.  Bethlehem.  Pa.,  for  180  days. 
Supporting  shipper:  None.  Send  pro¬ 
tests  to;  Paul  J.  Ken  worthy.  District 
Supervisor,  Interstate  Commerce  Com¬ 
mission.  Bureau  of  Operations.  314  U.S. 
Post  Office  Bldg.,  Scranton,  Pa.  18503. 

No.  MC  59367  (Sub-No.  107TA).  filed 
March  9.  1977.  Applicant;  DECKEIR 
TRUCK  LINE.  INC.,  P.O.  Box  915.  3584 
5th  Ave.,  South.  Port  Dodge,  Iowa  50501. 
Applicant's  representative:  James  M. 
Hodge.  1980  Financial  Center.  Des 
Moines,  Iowa  50309.  Authority  sought  to' 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Polyethelene  drums,  from  Racine, 
Wis.,  to  Lake  View,  Iowa,  for  180  days. 
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Su]MX>rting  shipper:  Kruse  Manufactur¬ 
ing  b  Dlstrlbutiiig,  Highway  71  and  3rd 
St.,  Lake  View.  Iowa  51450.  Send  protests 
to:  Herbert  W.  Allen,  District  Supervisor, 
Bureau  of  Operations,  Interstate  C<Mn- 
merce  Commission,  518  Federal  Bldg., 
Des  Moines,  Iowa  50309. 

No.  MC  87017  (Sub-No.  4TA),  filed 
March  8,  1977.  AppUcant:  HARRY 

BLOCK  TRUCKING  CO.,  INC.,  100 
Lockwood  St..  Newark,  N.J.  07105.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  Piken  &  Piken, 
One  Lefrak  City  Plaza,  Flushing,  N.Y. 
11368.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
Irregular  routes,  transporting:  (1)  New 
furniture,  from  the  warehouse  and  ter¬ 
minal  of  Harry  Block  Trucking  Co.,  Inc., 
In  Newark,  N.J.,  to  points  in  Fairfield, 
Conn.;  Dutchess  County,  N.Y.,  and  Bur- 
UiDgton,  Warren,  Sussex  and  (3cean 
Counties,  NJ.;  and  (2)  Wheeled  vehicles. 
Including  but  not  limited  to  doll  car¬ 
riages,  carriages,  strollers,  children’s  ve¬ 
hicles,  bicycles,  tricycles,  xmicycles,  in¬ 
fant’s  dressing  tables,  baby  car  seats, 
outdoor  playground  apparatus  and  sleds, 
from  the  warehouses  and  terminal  fa¬ 
culties  of  Harry  Block  Trucking  Co.,  Inc., 
in  Newark,  N.J.,  to  New  York  City,  Nas¬ 
sau,  Orange,  Putnam,  Rockland,  Suffolk, 
Westchester  and  Dutchess  Counties, 
N.Y.;  Bergen,  Essex,  Hudson,  Mercer, 
Middlesex,  Monmouth-,  Morris,  Passaic. 
Somerset,  Union,  Burlington,  Warren 
and  Sussex.  NJ.;  and  Fairfield  County, 
Conn.,  restricted  to  traffic  having  a  prior 
movement  by  raU  or  truck,  for  180  days. 
Applicant  has  also  filed  an  xmderlying 
ETA  seeking  up  to  90  days  of  opei;ating 
authority.  Supporting  shippers:  (1) 
Hedstrom  Co.,  Box  432,  Bedford,  Pa. 
15522.  (2)  Min  Dee  Distributors,  Inc.,- 
P.O.  Box  130,  Syosset,  N.Y.  11791.  (3) 
Carriage  Craft  Co.,  One  I*ark  Ave.,  New 
York,  N.Y.  10016.  (4)  Jack  and  Murray 
Levene  Corp.,  73-73  196th  Place,  Flush¬ 
ing,  N.Y.  11366.  Send  protests  to:  Rob¬ 
ert  S.  H.  Vance,  District  Supervisor,  In¬ 
terstate  Commerce  (Commission,  9  Clin¬ 
ton  St.,  Newark,  N.J.  07102. 

No.  MC  93840  (Sub-No.  27TA),  filed, 
March  9, 1977.  Applicant:  W.  W.  GLESS, 
doing  business  as  GLESSS  BROS.,  P.O. 
Box  216,  Blue  Grass,  Iowa  52726.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  Larry  D.  Knox, 
900  Hubbell  Bldg.,  Des  Moines,  Iowa 
50309.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Gypsum, 
crude,  crushed,  ground,  or  pulverized  in 
bulk,  in  dump  equipment,  from  Marimi 
County,  Iowa,  to  the  plantsite  of  the 
Marquette  Cement  Company,  at  or  near 
Oglesby,  Ill.,  for  180  days.  Applicant  has 
also  filed  an  underlying  ETA  seeking  up 
to  90  days  of  operating  authoritj'.  Sup¬ 
porting  shipper:  Kaser  Corporation,  7200 
Hickman  Road,  Des  Moines,  Iowa  50322. 
Send  protests  to:  Herbert  W.  Allen,  Dis¬ 
trict  Supervisor,  Bureau  of  Operations, 
Interstate  Commerce  Commission,  518 
Federal  Bldg.,  Des  Moines,  Iowa  50309. 

No.  MC  98952  (Sub-No.  42TA),  filed 
March  7,  1977.  Applicant:  GENERAL 
TRANSFER  COMPANY.  2880  N.  Wood¬ 
ford  St.,  P.O.  Box  2203,  Decatur,  Ill. 


62526.  Applicant’s  representative:  Paul 
E.  Stelnhoiff,  918  K  Capitol  Ave.,  Spring- 
field.  HL  62701.  Authority  sought  to  op¬ 
erate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  ve¬ 
hicle,  over  Irregular  rout^,  transport¬ 
ing:  Foodstuffs,  candy  and  confection¬ 
ery,  in  mechanically  refrigerated  equip¬ 
ment  (except  in  bulk) ,  from  Bensenville 
and  points  within  the  Chicago,  HI.,  Com¬ 
mercial  Zone,  to  points  in  Ohio,  re¬ 
stricted  to  the  plantsites  and  storage  fa¬ 
cilities  of  Standard  Brands  Confection¬ 
ery  and  M  &  M/Mars,  Inc.,  restricted  to 
traffic  originating  at  named  origin  and 
destined  to  named  destination,  for  180 
days.  Applicant  has  also  filed  an  imder- 
lying  ETA  seeking  up  to  90  days  of  op¬ 
erating  authority.  Supporting  shippers: 
'Ihomas  J.  Brown,  Trsiffic  Manager, 
Standard  Brands  Confectionery,  Div,  of 
Standards  Brands,  Inc.,  3401  Mt.  Pros¬ 
pect  Road,  Franklin  Park,  HI.  60131. 
Daniel  B.  CTraver,  Traffic  Manager,  M  & 
M/Mars,  Inc.,  Div.  of  Mars,  Inc.,  High 
St.,  Hackettstown,  N.J.  07840.  Send  pro¬ 
tests  to:  Harold  C.  Jolliff,  District  Su¬ 
pervisor,  Interstate  Commerce  Commis¬ 
sion,  P.O.  2418,  Springfield,  Ill.  62705. 

No.  MC  103051  (Sub-No.  388TA),  filed 
March  7,  1977.  Applicant:  FLEET 

TRANSPORT  COMPANY,  INC.,  934  44th 
Ave.,  North,  P.O.  Box  90408,  Nashville, 
Term.  37209.  Applicant’s  representative: 
Russell  E.  Stone  (same  address  as  ap¬ 
plicant).  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
Irregular  routes,  transporting:  Vegetable 
oil,  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  from  Char¬ 
lotte,  N.C.,  to  Hammond,  Ind.,  for  180 
days.  Applicant  has  also  filed  an  under¬ 
lying  ETA  seeking  up  to  90  days  of  op¬ 
erating  authority.  Supporting  shipper: 
C  fe  T  Refinery,  P.O.  Box  3343,  Charlotte, 
N.C.  28203.  Send  protests  to:  Joe  J.  Tate, 
District  Supervisor,  Bureau  of  Opera¬ 
tions,  Interstate  Commerce  Conunission, 
Suite  A-422,  U.S.  Courthouse,  801  Broad¬ 
way,  Nashville,  Tenn.  37203. 

No.  MC  106674  (Sub-No.  223TA) ,  filed 
March  7, 1977.  AppUcant:  SCHILI.T  MO¬ 
TOR  LINES,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  123,  Reming¬ 
ton,  Ind.  47977.  Applicant’s  representa¬ 
tive:  Jerry  L.  Johnson  (same  address  as 
applicant).  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting:  Gyp¬ 
sum  and  gypsum  products,  from  the 
plantsite  of  the  United  States  Gypsum 
Company,  at  River  Rouge,  Mich.,  to 
points  in  Indiana,  Ohio  and  Kentucky, 
for  180  days.  AppUcant  has  also  filed  an 
underlying  ETA  seeking  up  to  90  days 
of  operating  authority.  Supporting  ship¬ 
per:  United  States  Gypsum  Company, 
101  S.  Wacker  Drive,  Chicago,  HI.  60606. 
Send  protests  to:  J.  H.  Gray,  District  Su- 
pen’isor.  Bureau  of  Operations,  Inter¬ 
state  Commerce  Commission,  343  W. 
Wayne  St.,  Port  Wayne,  Ind.  46802. 

No.  MC  111231  (Sub-No.  210TA).  filed 
March  9,  1977.  AppUcant:  JONES 

TRUCK  LINES,  INC.,  610  E.  Amma  Ave., 
Springdale,  Ark.  72764.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  James  B.  Blair,  111  Holcomb 
St.,  P.O.  Box  869,  Springdale,  Ark.  72764. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  comTnon 
carrier,  by  motor  v^lcle,  over  regular 


routes,  transporting:  General  commodi¬ 
ties  (except  those  of  unusual  value. 
Classes  A  and  B  explosives,  household 
goods  as  defined  by  the  Commission, 
commodities  in  bulk  and  commodities  re¬ 
quiring  special  eqxiipment) ,  serving  Jack- 
son,  Miss.,  as  a  regular  route  interme¬ 
diate  point  in  connection  with  carrier’s 
previously  authorized  regxilar-route  op¬ 
erations,  between  Cleveland,  Miss.,  and 
Hattiesburg.  Miss.,  serving  Jackson, 
Miss.,  as  a  regular-route  intermediate 
point  in  connection  with  carrier’s  previ¬ 
ously  authorized  regular-route  opera¬ 
tions,  between  Cleveland  and  Hatties¬ 
burg,  Miss.,  from  Cleveland  over  U.S. 
Highway  61  V>  junction  U.S.  Highway  80 
and  Interstate  Highway  20  By-Pass, 
north  and  east  of  Vicksburg,  Miss., 
thence  over  U.S.  Highway  80  (also  over 
Interstate  Highway  20  By-Pass)  to  junc¬ 
tion  U.S.  Highway  80  and  Interstate 
Highway  20,  thence  over  combined  U.S. 
Highway  80  and  Interstate  Highway  20 
to  junction  U.S.  Highway  49  near  Jack- 
son,  Miss.,  thence  over  U.S.  Highway  49 
to  Hattiesburg  and  return  over  the  same 
route  for  180  days.  Applicant  has  also 
filed  an  underlying  ETA  seeking  up  to 
90  days  of  operating  authority.  Support¬ 
ing  shippers:  Ihere  are  approximately 
46  statements  of  support  attached  to  the 
application,  which  may  be  examined  at 
the  Interstate  Commerce  Commission  in 
Washington,  D.C.,  or  copies  thereof 
which  may  be  examined  at  the  field  office 
named  below.  Send  protests  to:  William 
H.  Land,  Jr.,  District  Supervisor.  3108 
Federal  Office  Bldg.,  700  W.  Capitol,  Lit¬ 
tle  Rock,  Ark.  72201. 

No.  MC  120251  (Sub-No.  2TA),  filed 
March  7.  1977.  Applicant:  MINOT 

VAN  &  STORAGE  CO..  INC.,  710  20th 
Ave.,  S.,  Minot,  N.  Dak.  58701.  Ap¬ 
plicants  representative:  Alan  F.  Wohl- 
stetter,  1700  K  St..  N.W.,  Washing¬ 
ton,  D.C.  20006.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Used  household  goods,  between 
points  in  Adams,  Benson,  Billings,  Botti¬ 
neau,  Bowman.  Burke,  Burleigh,  Divide, 
Dunn,  Ekldy,  Emmons,  Foster,  Golden 
Vsdley,  Grant,  Hettinger.  Kidder.  Logan, 
McHenry,  McIntosh,  McKenzie,  Mercer, 
Morton,  Mountrail,  Oliver,  Pierce.  Ren¬ 
ville,  Rolette,  Sheridan,  Sioux,  Slope, 
Starke,  Stutsman,  Towner.  Ward,  WeUs 
and  Williams  Counties,  N.  Dak.,  restricted 
to  the  transportation  oi  traffic  having  a 
prior  or  subsequent  movement,  in  con¬ 
tainers,  and  further  restricted  to  the  per¬ 
formance  of  pickup  and  delivery  serv  ice 
in  connection  with  packing,  crating  and 
containerization  of  unpacking,  uncrating 
and  decontainerization  of  such  traffic,  for 
180  days.  Supporting  shij^Jers:  Ocean- 
Air  International,  Inc.,  R.D.  1,  Pitts¬ 
burgh.  Pa.  15021.  Mollerup  Freight 
F'orw’arding  CX>.,  1110  N.  175th  St.,  Se¬ 
attle,  Wash.  98133.  Astron  Forwarding 
Company.  1660  Factor  Ave.,  San  Leandro, 
Calif.  94577.  Jet  Forwarding,  Inc.,  2908 
Oregon  Court,  Bldg.,  G,  Torrance,  Calif. 
90510.  Smd  protests  to:  Ronald  R.  Mau, 
District  SvaKirisor,  Bureau  of  Oper¬ 
ations  Interstate  Ooininerce  CXanmlsslon, 
P.O.  Box  2340,  Fargo.  N.  Dak.  58102. 
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No.  MC  124896  (Sub-No.  23TA) .  filed 
ICarch  8,  19T7.  An>Ueant:  WILLIAM¬ 
SON  TRUCK  LINES.  INC.,  P.O.  Box  3485 
(Thome  fi  Ralston  Sts.),  Wilson.  N.C. 
27893.  Applicant’s  representative:  Wil¬ 
liam  R.  WlUiamson  (same  address  as  ap¬ 
plicant)  .  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  motCH*  vehicle,  over 
Irregular  routes,  transporting:  Fresh 
meats  and  packinghouse  products,  (tor 
Wilson  Foods  Corporation),  frwn  Cedar 
Rapids,  Iowa,  to  Wilson.  N.C..  for  180 
days.  Applicant  has  also  filed  an  imder- 
lylng  ETA  seeking  up  to  90  days  of  (H?er- 
aUng  authority.  Supporting  shipper: 
Wilson  Foods  Corporation.  4545  N.  Lin¬ 
coln.  Blvd.,  Oklahoma  CTlty,  Okla.  73105. 
Send  protests  to:  Archie  W.  Andrews, 
District  Supervisor.  Bureau  of  Oper- 
atlcms.  Interstate  Commerce  CTommlsslon. 
P.O.  Box  26896,  Raleigh,  N.C.  27611. 

No.  MC  125018  (Sub-No.  3TA).  filed 
March  4,  1977.  Applicant:  TENNESSEE 
TRUCK  LINES,  INC.,  Route  4.  Dan- 
dridge,  Tenn.  37725.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Martin  R.  Martino,  207  C  St.. 
S.E.,  Washington,  D.C.  20003.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  contract  carrier, 
motor  vehicle,  over  Irregular  routes, 
transporting:  (1)  Canned  goods  and 
animal  foods,  from  Chestnut  Hill  and 
Clinton,  Tenn.,  to  points  In  Missouri. 
New  York,  CHdahnna  and  Texas;  (2) 
Canned  goods,  materials,  equipment  and 
suppiies  used  In  canning,  packaging,  and 
distributing  canned  goods,  and  materials 
for  the  production  of  cans,  from  points  In 
Iowa,  Mississippi,  New  York,  Oklahoma, 
Pennsylvania,  South  CTarollna,  Texas 
and  West  Vliiglnla,  to  Chestnut  Hill  and 
Clinton,  Tenn.;  (3)  Materials  used  In  the- 
prcxluctlon  of  shipping  containers  for 
canned  goods  and  animal  foods,  from 
Femandlna  Beach,  Fla.,  to  Knoxville, 
Tenn.;  (4)  Materials  used  In  the  pro¬ 
duction  of  shipping  containers  for 
canned  goods,  from  Porte  St.  Joe,  FUu. 
to  Memphis,  Tenn.;  (5)  Canned  goods 
and  animal  foods,  from  BlythevlUe,  Ark., 
to  points  In  California,  Colorado.  Indi¬ 
ana.  Iowa,  Kansas,  Michigan,  Minne¬ 
sota,  Nebraska,  Ohio,  Oklahoma.  Penn¬ 
sylvania.  New  York  and  Maryland;  (6) 
Canned  goods,  materials,  equipment  and 
supplies  used  In  the  canning,  packaging, 
and  distributing  canned  goods  and  ma¬ 
terials  used  In  the  production  of  cans, 
from  points  In  Alabama,  California, 
Colorado.  Florida,  Indiana,  Iowa,  Kan¬ 
sas,  Minnesota,  Mississippi,  Missouri, 
New  York,  Ohio,  Oklahoma.  Pennsyl¬ 
vania  and  Virginia,  to  BlythevlUe.  Ark.; 
(7)  Canned  goods  and  animal  foods, 
from  Augusta,  Wis.,  to  points  in  Colorado. 
Indiana.  Kansas.  Kentucky.  Maryland. 
Nebraska,  New  Yoric,  Ohio,  Oklahoma, 
Pennsylvania,  South  Dakota  and  Ten¬ 
nessee;  (8)  Canned  foods,  materials, 
equipment,  and  supplies  used  In  the  can¬ 
ning.  packaging,  and  distributing  can 
canned  goods,  and  materials  used  In  the 
production  of  cans,  from  points  In  Colo¬ 
rado.  Illinois,  Indiana,  Iowa,  Kansas. 
Louisiana.  Minnesota,  Nebraska,  North 
Dakota,  Ohio,  Oklahoma  and  Pennsyl¬ 
vania,  to  Augusta.  Wls.; 

(9)  Canned  goods,  from  Shiocton, 
Wis.,  to  points  In  California,  Colorado, 


Kentucky,  Missouri.  North  Dakota  and 
Texas;  (10)  Canned  goods,  materials, 
equipment  and  supplies  used  In  the  can¬ 
ning.  packaging,  and  distributing  canned 
goods,  from  points  In  Michigan,  Illinois, 
Tennessee  and  Ohio,  to  Shiocton.  Wls.; 
(11)  Canned  goods,  from  New  Era,  Mich., 
to  points  In  Kentucky.  Maurland,  New 
Jersey  and  Pennsylvania;  (12)  Canned 
goods,  materials,  equipment  and  sup¬ 
plies  used  In  the  canning,  packaging,  and 
distributing  canned  goods,  from  points 
In  New  York,  ’Tennessee  and  Wisconsin, 
to  New  Era,  Mich.;  (13)  Canned  goods 
and  animal  foods,  from  Muskogee.  Okla., 
to  pointy  In  Alabama,  Arkansas,  Colo¬ 
rado.  (Georgia,  lUlnols,  Indiana,  Louis¬ 
iana.  Kansas,  Michigan.  Mississippi. 
Missouri.  ’Tennessee,  Texas  and  Wiscon¬ 
sin;  (14)  Canned  goods,  animal  foods, 
materials,  equipment  and  supplies  used 
In  the  canning,  packaging,  and  distribut¬ 
ing  canned  goods,  from  points  In  Arkan¬ 
sas,  Georgia,  Illinois,  Kansas,  Louisiana. 
Michigan.  Mississippi.  Missouri.  Ne¬ 
braska,  Ohio,  Tennessee.  Texas.  Virginia 
and  Wisconsin  to  Muskogee.  Okla.;  (15) 
Canned  goods,  from  Cecilia  and  VlUe 
Platte.  La.,  to  points  In  Alabama,  Ar¬ 
kansas.  Florida,  Georgia,  Kentucky. 
Minnesota,  Mississippi.  North  CTarollna, 
CMdah(xna,  South  Carolina.  Tennessee. 
Texas.  Virginia.  West  Virginia  and  Wis¬ 
consin;  and  (16)  Canned  goods,  materi¬ 
als,  equipment  and  supplies  us^  In  the 
canning,  packaging,  and  distributing 
canned  goods,  from  points  In  Aiicansas. 
Mississippi,  Iowa,  Ohio  and  Tennessee,  to 
Cecilia  and  VlUe  Platte.  La.,  under  a  con¬ 
tinuing  contract  with  Bush  Brothers  h 
Company  and  Subsidiaries  and  Affiliate, 
for  180  days.  Supporting  shipper:  Bush 
Brothers  li  CX)mpany  and  Subsidiaries 
and  Affiliate,  Route  4,  Dandrldge,  Tenn. 
37725.  Send  iHOtests  to:  Joe  J.  ’Tate,  Dis¬ 
trict  Supervisor,  Bureau  of  Operations, 
Interstate  CTommerce  Commission,  Suite 
A-422  UJ3.  courthouse,  801  Broadway, 
Nashville.  Tenn.  37203. 

No.  MC  125368  (Sub-No.  16  TA),  filed 
March  8.  1977.  Applicant:  CONTINKN- 
TAL  COAST  TRUCKINO  (XJMPANY, 
INC.,  P.O.  Box  26.  Holly  Ridge,  N.C. 
28445.  Applicant’s  representative:  C.  W. 
Fletcher,  (same  address  as  applicant). 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
Irregular  routes,  transporting:  Meats, 
meat  products,  meat  by-products,  and 
articles  distributed  by  meat  packing¬ 
houses  as  described  In  Sections  A  and  C 
of  Appendix  I  to  the  report  In  Descrip¬ 
tions  in  Motor  Carrier  Certificates,  61 
M.C.C.  209  and  766  (except  hides  and 
commodities  In  bulk),  from  Guymon, 
Okla.,  to  points  In  Alabama,  Georgia, 
North  Carolina,  South  Carolina,  Ten¬ 
nessee  (except  Memphis) .  and  Virginia, 
for  180  days.  Applicant  has  also  filed  an 
underlsdng  ETA  seeking  up  to  90  days 
of  operating  authority.  Supporting  Ship¬ 
per:  Swift  Fresh  Meats  Company,  a 
Dlv.  of  Swift  k  Company.  115  W.  Jack- 
son  Blvd.,  Chicago.  BL  60604.  Said  Pro¬ 
tests  To:  Archie  W.  Andrews,  District 
Supervisor.  Bureau  of  Operations.  Inter¬ 
state  Commerce  Commission,  P.O.  Box 
26896,  Raleigh.  N.C.  27611. 


No.  MC  126844  (Sub-No.  37  TA) .  filed 
March  8.  1977.  Applicant:  R  D.  S. 
’TRUCKINO  CO.,  INC.,  1713  N.  Main 
Road.  Vineland.  N.J.  08360.  Applicant’s 
representative:  Terrence  D.  Jones,  2033 
K  St.,  N.W..  Suite  300,  Washington.  D.C. 
20006.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
Irregular  routes,  transporting:  Food  and 
foodstuffs.  In  vehicles  equipped  with 
mechanical  refrigeration  (except  com¬ 
modities  In  biilk.  in  tank  vehicles) ,  from 
the  plant  and  warehouse  facilities  of 
Kraft,  Inc.,  at  CThampalgn,  Ill.,  to  points 
In  Connecticut,  Delaware,  Maine,  Mas¬ 
sachusetts,  Maryland,  New  Hampshire. 
New  Jersey.  New  York,  Pennsylvania, 
Rhode  Island,  Vermont.  Virginia  and  the 
District  of  Coliunbia,  restricted  to  traffic 
originating  at  the  above-named  origin 
and  destined  to  the  above-named  desti¬ 
nation  points,  for  180  days.  Applicant  has 
also  fiM  an  underlying  ETA  seeking  up 
to  90  days  of  operating  authority.  Sup¬ 
porting  Shipper:  Kraft.  Inc..  500  Pesh- 
tigo  Court.  Chicago,  Ill.  60690.  Send  Pro¬ 
tests  To:  Dieter  H.  Harper.  District 
Supervisor.  Interstate  Commerce  Com- 
mlsslcm.  428  E.  State  St.,  Room  204, 
’Trenton.  N.J.  08608. 

No.  MC  127539  (Sub-No.  55  TA) .  filed 
March  7.  1977.  Applicant:  PARKER 
REFRIGERATED  SERVICE.  INC.,  1108 
54th  Ave.,  East.  Tacoma,  Wash.  98421. 
Applicant’s  representative:  Michael  D. 
Duppenthaler.  515  Lyon  Bldg.,  607  ’Third 
Ave.,  Seattle.  Wash.  98104.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Meats,  meat  products  and 
meat  by-products,  in  vehicles  equipped 
with  mechanical  refrigeration,  from  El- 
lensburg  and  Seattle.  Wash.,  to  points  in 
California,  for  180  dasrs.  Applicant  has 
also  filed  an  underlying  ETA  seeking  up 
to  90  days  of  operating  authority.  Sup¬ 
porting  Shipper:  Superior  Packing  Co., 
P.O.  Box  277,  EUensburg,  Wash.  98926. 
Send  Protests  To:  L.  D.  Boone,  Trans¬ 
portation  Specialist,  Biueau  of  Opera¬ 
tions,  Interstate  Commerce  Cc»nml^ion. 
858  Federal  Bldg..  915  Second  Ave., 
Seattle.  Wash.  98174. 

No.  MC  128462  (Sub-No.  5  TA) .  filed 
March  8.  1977.  Applicant:  SCHULTZ  L 
SON  TRUCK  LINE.,  INC.,  15  6th  St. 
SE..  Long  Prairie,  Minn.  56347.  Appli¬ 
cant's  representative:  Donald  E.  Holly. 
72  Broadway.  Little  Falls,  Minn.  56345. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  contract 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Frozen  boxed 
meats.  In  vehicles  equipped  with  me¬ 
chanical  refrigeration,  from  Long  Prairie, 
Minn.,  to  points  In  Iowa,  under  a  con¬ 
tinuing  contract  with  Long  Prairie  Pack¬ 
ing  Company,  Inc.,  for  180  days.  Appli¬ 
cant  has  also  filed  an  imderlying  ETA 
seeking  up  to  90  days  of  operating  au¬ 
thority.  Supporting  Shipper:  Long 
Prairie  Packing  Company.  Inc.,  Long 
Prairie,  Mlim.  56347.  Send  Protests  To: 
Marion  L.  CTheney,  ’Transportation  As¬ 
sistant.  Interstate  Commerce  Commis¬ 
sion,  Bureau  of  Operations.  414  Federal 
Bldg.,  Ii  UJS.  Courthouse.  110  S.  4th  St., 
Minneapolis,  Minn.  55401. 
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No.  MC  129660  (Sub-No.  7TA).  filed 
March  7,  1977.  Applicant:  MALLETTE 
BROTHERS  TRUCK  LINE,  INC.,  3708 
Highway  90,  Cautier,  Miss.  39553.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  Donald  B.  Morri¬ 
son,  1500  Deposit  Guaranty  Plaza, 
Jackson,  Miss.  39201.  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Fertilizer,  in  bulk,  in  dump  vehicles 
or  in  containers,  from  the  facilities  of 
Mississippi  Chemical  Corporation,  lo¬ 
cated  at  or  near  Pascagoula,  Miss.,  to 
points  in  Alabama,  Florida,  Georgia  and 
Louisiana,  for  180  days.  Applicant  has 
also  filed  an  underlying  ETA  seeking  up 
to  90  days  of  operating  authority.  Sup¬ 
porting  shipper:  Mississippi  Chemical 
Corporation,  P.O.  Box  388,  Yazoo  City, 
Miss.  39194.  Send  protests  to:  Alan  C. 
Tarrant,  District  Supervisor,  Interstate 
Commerce  Commission,  Room  212,  145 
E.  Amite  Bldg.,  Jackson,  Miss.  39201. 

No.  MC  133095  (Sub-No.  153TA) ,  filed 
March  7,  1977.  Applicant:  TEXAS  CX)N- 
TINENTAL  EXPRESS.  INC.,  P.O.  Box 
434,  2603  Euless  Blvd.,  Euless,  Tex.  76039. 
Applicant’s  representative:  Hugh  T. 
Matthews,  2340  Fidelity  Union  Tower, 
Dallas.  Tex.  75201.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Electric  motors,  grinders,  buffers, 
dental  lathes,  dust  collectors  and  ped¬ 
estals,  and  parts,  accessories  and  attach¬ 
ments  thereof  and  materials,  equipment 
and  supplies  used  in  the  manufacture 
and  distribution  thereof  except  commod¬ 
ities  in  bulk),  between  Ft.  Smith,  Ark., 
on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
points  in  the  United  States  (except 
Alaska,  Hawaii,  Washington,  Oregon, 
California,  Idaho,  Nevada,  Arizona,  New 
Mexico,  Colorado  and  Utah),  restricted 
to  traffic  originating  at  or  destined  to 
the  facilities  of  Baldor  Electric  Com¬ 
pany,  at  or  near  Ft.  Smith,  Ark.,  for  180 
days.  Supporting  shipper:  Baldor  Elec¬ 
tric  Company,  5711  S.  7th  St..  Ft.  Smith, 
Ark.  Send  protests  to:  Robert  J.  Kirspel, 
District  Supervisor,  Room  9A27  Federal 
Bldg.,  819  Taylor  St.,  Forth  Worth,  Tex. 
76102, 

No,  MC  133566  (Sub-No.  76TA) .  filed 
March  8,  1977.  Applicant:  GANGLOFF  & 
DOWNHAM  TRUCKING  CO.,  INC.,  P.O. 
Box  479,  Logansport,  Ind.  46947.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  Charles  W.  Bein- 
hauer.  One  World  Trade  Center.  Suite 
1573,  New  York.  N.Y.  10048.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Confectionery  and  confec¬ 
tionery  products,  from  the  plantsite  and 
storage  facilities  of  M&M/Mars,  a  divi¬ 
sion  of  Mars,  Inc.,  at  or  near  Hacketts- 
town,  N.J..  to  points  in  Ohio,  Michigan, 
Indiana  and  Illinois,  restrict^  to  traffic 
originating  at  the  above-named  origin 
and  destined  to  points  in  the  named  des¬ 
tination  states,  for  180  days.  Supporting 
shipper:  M&M/Mars,  100  High  St.,  Hack- 
ettstown,  N.J.  07840.  Send  protests  to: 
J.  H.  Gray.  District  Supervisor.  Bureau 
of  Operations,  Interstate  CcHnmerce 
Commission,  343  W.  Wayne  St.,  Suite  113, 
Fort  Wayne,  Ind.  46802. 


No.  MC  133689  (Sub-No.  108TA) ,  filed 
Mwch  8.  1977.  Applicant:  OVERLAND 
EXPRESS.  INC,,  717  S.W.  First  St., 
New  Brighton,  Minn.  55112.  Applicant’s 
representative:  Robert  P.  Sack,  P.O.  Box 
6010,  W.  St.  Paul,  Minn.  55118.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Such  merchandise  as  is 
dealt  in  by  wholesale  and  retail  nurser¬ 
ies  and  craft  stores,  from  Detroit,  Mich., 
to  Minnetonka,  Minn.,  for  180  days.  Ap¬ 
plicant  has  also  filed  an  underlying  ETA 
seeking  up  to  90  days  of  operating  au¬ 
thority.  Supporting  shipper:  Prank’s 
Nursery  Sales,  Inc.,  6399  E.  Nevada,  De¬ 
troit.  Mich.  48234.  i^nd  protests  to:  Mar¬ 
ion  L.  Cheney.  Transportation  Assistant, 
Interstate  Commerce  Commission,  Bu¬ 
reau  of  Operations,  414  Federal  Bldg.,  & 
U.S.  Courthouse,  110  S.  4th  St..  Minne¬ 
apolis,  Minn.  55401. 

No.  MC  134264  (Sub-No.  15TA).  filed 
March  7,  1977.  Applicant:  (XJKENFEL’S 
TRANSFER,  INC.,  1301  Sheridan 
Ave.,  Iowa  City,  Iowa  52240.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  repesentative:  Kenneth  F.  Dud¬ 
ley,  P.O.  Box  279,  Ottumwa,  Iowa  52501. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  contract 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Scrap  paper,  ma¬ 
terials,  equipment  and  supplies,  between 
Iowa  City,  Iowa,  and  Alton,  Ill.,  imder 
a  continuing  contract  with  City  Carton 
Co..  Inc.,  for  180  days.  Applicant  has 
also  filed  an  underlying  ETA  seeking  up 
to  90  days  of  operating  authority.  Sup¬ 
porting  shipper:  City  Carton  Co.,  Inc., 
917  S.  Clinton,  Iowa  City,  Iowa  52240. 
Send  protests  to:  Herbert  W.  Allen,  Dis¬ 
trict  Supervisor.  Bureau  of  Operations. 
Interstate  Commerce  Commission,  518 
Federal  Bldg.,  Des  Moines,  Iowa  50309. 

No.  MC  136008  (Sub-No.  83TA),  filed 
March  8,  1977.  Applicant:  JOE  BROWN 
CO,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  1669,  20  Third  St., 
Nj;.,  Ardmore,  Okla.  73401.  Applicant’s 
representative:  G.  Timothy  Armstrong, 
6161  N.  May  Ave.,  Oklahoma  City,  Okla. 
73112.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Barite  (in 
bulk),  (1)  from  Houston,  Tex.,  to 
points  in  Oklahoma;  and  (2)  from  Salt 
Lake  City,  Utah,  to  points  in  Oklahoma 
and  Texas,  for  180  days.  Applicant  has 
also  filed  an  underlying  ETA  seeking  up 
to  90  days  of  operating  authority.  Sup¬ 
porting  shippers:  Mid-West  Mud  Com¬ 
pany,  Inc.,  4334  N.W.  Expressway,  Okla¬ 
homa  City,  Okla.  Eisenman  Chemical 
Co.,  312  E.  16th  St.,  Greeley,  Colo.  80631. 
Send  protests  to:  Joe  Green,  District 
Supervisor,  Room  240,  Old  Post  Office 
Bldg.,  215  N.W.  Third  St.,  Oklahcwna 
City,  Okla.  73102. 

No.  MC  136013  (Sub-No.  2TA),  filed 
March  7,  1977.  Applicant:  BAKERS¬ 
FIELD  EXPRESS,  INC.,  1983  Old  Oak¬ 
land  Road,  San  Jose,  Csdif.  95131.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  William  J.  Mon- 
heim,  15942  Whittier  Blvd.,  P.O.  Box 
1756,  Whittier,  Calif.  90609.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  contract  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Plastic  articles,  from  Oil- 


dale,  Calif.,  to  points  in  Montana,  Ore¬ 
gon  and  Washlngtcm,  imder  a  continu¬ 
ing  contract  with  Mobil  Chemical  Com¬ 
pany,  division  of  Mobil  Oil  Corporation, 
for  180  days.  Applicant  has  also  filed  an 
underlying  ETA  seeking  up  to  90  days  of 
operating  authority.  Supporting  ship¬ 
per:  Mobil  Chemical  Company,  division 
of  Mobile  Oil  Corporation,  612  S.  Flower 
St.,  Los  Angeles,  Calif.  90017.  Send  pro¬ 
tests  to:  Claud  W.  Reeves,  District  Su¬ 
pervisor,  211  Mam,  Suite  500,  San  Fran¬ 
cisco,  Calif.  94105. 

NO..MC  136899  (Sub-No.  21TA).  filed 
March  8,  1977.  Applicant:  HIGGINS 
'TRANSPORTATION  LTD.,  P.O.  Box 
192,  1165  E.  Haseltine  St.,  Richland  Cen¬ 
ter,  Wis.  53581.  Applicant’s  representa¬ 
tive:  Wayne  W.  Wilson,  329  W,  Wilson 
St.,  P.O.  Box  8004,  Madison,  Wis.  53708. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  ir¬ 
regular  routes,  transporting:  Such  mer¬ 
chandise  as  is  dealt  in  by  discount  and 
variety  stores  (except  commodities  in 
bulk),  from  the  facilities  of  S.  S.  Kresge 
Company,  at  Lawrence,  Kans.,  to  the 
facilities  of  S.  S.  Elresge  Company,  in 
Minnesota  and  Wisconsin,  and  the  Up¬ 
per  Penninsula  of  Michigan,  restrict^ 
to  traffic  originating  at  the  named  ori¬ 
gin,  and  destined  to  the  S.  S.  Kresge 
Company  facilities  in  the  named  desti¬ 
nation  states,  for  180  days.  Supporting 
shipper:  S.  S.  Kresge  Company,  3100  W. 
Big  Beaver,  Troy,  Mich.  48084.  I^nd  pro¬ 
tests  to:  Richard  K.  ShuUaw,  District 
Supervisor,  Interstate  Commerce  Com¬ 
mission,  139  W.  Wilson  St.,  Room  202, 
Madison,  Wis.  53703. 

No.  MC  139021  (Sub-No.  5TA),  filed 
March  8,  1977.  Applicant:  INTERSTATE 
AUTO  TRANSPORT.  INC.,  P.O.  Box  251, 
325  U.S.  20,  Michigan  City,  Ind.  46360. 
Applicant’s  representative:  Robert  W. 
Loser  n,  1009  Chamber  of  Commerce 
Bldg.,  Indianap<dis,  Ind.  46204.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Used  cars  and  pick-up 
trucks,  in  truckaway  service,  between 
points  in  Detroit,  on  the  one  hand,  and, 
on  the  other,  points  in  Minnesota,  Illi¬ 
nois,  Indiana,  Wisconsin  and  CHilo,  Penn¬ 
sylvania,  New  York  and  Iowa,  for  180 
days.  Supporting  shipper:  Aptco  Auto 
Auction,  20911  Gladwin.  Taylor.  Mich. 
48180.  Elend  protests  to:  J.  H.  Gray,  Dis¬ 
trict  Supervisor.  Bureau  of  Operations. 
Interstate  Commerce  Commissicm,  343 
W.  Wayne  St.,  Suite  113,  Port  Wayne, 
Ind.  46802. 

No.  MC  139495  (Sub-No.  209TA).  filed 
March  7.  1977.  Applicant:  NA’nONAL 
CARRIERS.  INC.,  P.O.  Box  1358,  1501  R 
8th  St..  Liberal,  Kans.  67901.  Applicant’s 
representative:  Herbert  Alan  Dubin,  1819 
H  St.,  N.W.,  Suite  1030,  Washington.  D.C. 
20006.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Furniture 
stock,  fnmi  the  facilities  of  John  Hancock 
Furniture  Manufacturing  Co.,  located  at 
or  near  San  Diego,  Calif.,  to  ’Trenton. 
N.J.,  for  180  days.  Supporting  shipper: 
John  Hancock  Furniture  Manufacturing 
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Co^  1625  Tldelands  Ave^  National  City, 
Calif.  92050.  Send  protests  to:  M.  E. 
Taylor,  District  Supervisor,  Interstate 
C(xnmerce  Commission.  101  Utwon 
Bldg.,  110  N.  Market,  Wichita,  Kans. 
67202. 

No.  MC  139973  (Sub-No.  20TA)  ((Cor¬ 
rection)  filed  February  16, 1977,  published 
In  the  Federal  Register  Issue  of  March 
10,  1977,  wd  republished  as  corrected 
this  Issue.  Applicant:  J.  H.  WARE 
TRUCKINO,  INC.,  909  Brown  St..  P.O. 
Box  398,  Fulton,  Mo.  65251.  Applicant’s 
representative:  lAiry  D.  Knox,  900  Hub- 
bell  Bldg.,  Des  Moines,  Iowa  50309.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  Irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Meats,  meat  prod¬ 
ucts,  meat  by-products,  and  articles  dis¬ 
tributed  by  meat  packinghouses,  as  de¬ 
scribed  In  Sections  A  and  C  of  Appendix  I 
to  the  report  In  Descriptions  in  Motor 
Carrier  Certificates,  61  M.C.C.  209  and 
766  (except  hides,  skins  and  commodities 
bi  bulk)  from  Fort  Morgan,  Colo.,  to 
points  In  Maryland.  Pennsylvania,  New 
York.  Massachusetts.  New  Jersey.  Con¬ 
necticut,  Rhode  Island,  Maine,  New 
Hampshire  and  Vermont,  for  180  days. 
Supporting  shipper:  Mogan  Colorado 
Beef  Company,  P.O.  Box  487,  Fbrt  Mor¬ 
gan.  Colo.  80701.  Send  protests  to:  Ver¬ 
non  V.  Coble,  District  Supervisor,  Inter¬ 
state  Commerce  Commission.  600  Fed¬ 
eral  Bldg..  911  W£^ut  St.,  Kansas  City, 
Mo.  64106.  The  purpose  of  this  republlca- 
tlon  Is  to  show  Fort  Morgan.  Colo.,  as 
the  origin  point  In  lieu  of  Sterling,  Colo. 

No.  MC  141033  (Sub-No.  20TA).  filed 
March  7.  1977.  Applicant:  CONTINEN¬ 
TAL  CONTRACT  CARRIER  CORPORA¬ 
TION.  15045  E.  Salt  Lake  Ave..  P.O.  Box 
1257,  aty  of  Industry.  Calif.  91749.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  representative:  James  I.  Men¬ 
denhall  (same  address  as  applicant) .  Au- 
thmlty  sought  to  (H>erate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  Irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Automotive  exhaust 
systems  and  parts  and  accessories;  (1) 
from  the  Newark  Industrial  Park,  at  or 
near  Newark.  Ohio,  to  Harrisonburg,  Va.; 
Arden,  N.C.;  and  Batavia,  HI.;  and  (2) 
from  Racine,  Wls.;  Jackson.  Mich.; 
Arden,  N.C..  and  OreenevlUe.  Tex.,  to  the 
Newark  Industrial  Paiii,  at  or  near  New¬ 
ark.  C^lo,  restricted  In  parts  (1)  and  (2) 
above  to  the  transportation  of  traffic 
originating  at  and  destined  to  the  facili¬ 
ties  of  Walker  Manufacturing  Company. 
Division  of  Tenneco,  Inc.,  for  10  days. 
Supporting  shipper:  Walker  Manufac¬ 
turing  Company,  1201  Michigan  Ave., 
Racine,  Wls.  53402.  Send  protests  to: 
Walter  W.  Strakosch,  District  Supervisor, 
Interstate  Commerce  Commission,  Bu¬ 
reau  of  Operations,  Room  1321  Federal 
Bldg.,  300  N.  Los  Angeles  St..  Los  An¬ 
geles,  Calif.  90012. 

No.  MC  141776  (Sub-No.  5TA).  filed 
March  7.  1977.  AK>llcant:  F(X>DTRAIN. 
INC..  Spring  and  South  Center  Sts., 
Rlngtown,  Pa.  17967.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  L.  Agnew  My,  Suite  407 
Walker  Bldg.,  734  15th  St.,  NW..  Wash- 
IngUm,  D.C.  20005.  Aothority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 


vehicle,  over  Irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Pulpboard,  N.OJ^  from  Clifton,  N.J., 
Whlppany,  and  RlegelsvUle,  to 
CTlcero.  Blue  Island,  (Chicago.  Milan  and 
Lombard,  m.;  (Cleveland.  WarrensvlUe 
and  Cincinnati  Ohio;  South  Bend.  md.. 
and  St.  Louis,  Mo.,  for  180  days.  Support¬ 
ing  shipper:  Whlppany  Paper  Board  Co.. 
Inc.,  10  N.  Jefferson  Road.  Whlppany, 
N.J.  07981.  Send  (trotests  to:  Paul  J.  Ken¬ 
worthy,  District  Supervisor,  Bureau  of 
Operations,  Interstate  Commerce  Cmn- 
mlsslon,  314  U£.  Post  Office  Bldg.,  Scran¬ 
ton.  Pa. 18503. 

No.  MC  142910  (Sub-No.  ITA),  filed 
March  7.  1977.  Applicant:  NORMAN  O. 
DAT.  doing  business  as  DAY  EXPRESS, 
3829^3  Camelot  Lane,  Columbus.  Ind. 
47201.  Api^lcant’s  representative:  Ste¬ 
phen  M.  Gentry,  5700  W.  Minnesota  St., 
Indlan{^x>ll8.  Ind.  46241.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  contract  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  Irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Window  shades  and  parts 
relat^  to  the  manufacture  and  Installa¬ 
tion  of  window  shades,  frcxn  the  plant- 
site  of  Breneman,  Inc.,  located  at  or  near 
Madison.  Ind.,  to  Los  Angeles.  Calif.,  and 
San  Leandro.  (Tallf.,  under  a  ccxitlnulng 
contract  with  Breneman.  Inc.,  for  180 
da3rs.  Applicant  has  also  ffied  an  under¬ 
lying  ETA  seeking  up  to  90  days  of  op¬ 
erating  authority.  Suprpmllng  shipper: 
Breneman.  Inc.,  1133  Sycamcn«  St..  Cin¬ 
cinnati  Ohio.  Send  protests  to:  William 
S.  Eimls,  Transportation  Specialist,  in¬ 
terstate  Commerce  Commission,  Federal 
Bldg,  and  U.S.  Courthouse.  46  E.  Ohio 
St.,  Room  429,  Indianapolis,  Ind.  46204. 

No.  MC  1’42912  (Sub-No.  ITA)  (correc¬ 
tion).  filed  January  31.  1977.  Applicant: 
JIMMY  CROWDER  EXCAVATTNO 
&  LAND  CLEARING.  INC.,  Route  4.  Box 
475,  Tallahassee.  Fla.  32301.  Ai^llcant’s 
representative:  Thomas  F.  Paneblanco, 
P.O.  Box  1200,  TaUahassee,  Fla.  32302. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  contract 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  Irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Clay,  In  bulk.  In 
dump  trucks,  from  points  In  Gadsden 
County.  Fla.,  to  the  plantslte  and  facili¬ 
ties  of  Engelhard  Minerals  and  Chemi¬ 
cals  Coiporatlon,  at  Attapulgus,  Oa., 
imder  a  continuing  contract  with  Engel¬ 
hard  Minerals  &  Chemicals  Corp.,  for  180 
days.  Applicant  has  also  filed  an  imder- 
lylng  ETA  searing  up  to  90  days  of  op¬ 
erating  authority.  Supporting  shipper: 
Engelhard  Minerals  &  Chemicals  Corp., 
Attapulgus,  Ga.  31715.  Send  protests  to: 
G.  H.  Fauss,  Jr.,  District  Supervisor, 
Bureau  of  Operations,  Interstate  Com¬ 
merce  Commission,  Box  35008,  400  W. 
Bay  St.  Jacksonville.  Fla.  32202.  The 
purpose  of  this  republlcatlon  is  to  add 
the  supporting  shipper’s  name. 

No.  MC  142970  (Sub-No.  ITA),  filed 
March  7.  1977.  Applicant:  BAILEY  b 
WHITAKER  TRUCKING.  INC.,  P.O. 
Box  4011,  C<dumbus.  Ga.  31904.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  J.  Michael  May. 
Suite  400,  1447  Peachtree  St.  NE..  At¬ 
lanta.  Ga.  30309.  Authority  sought  to  op¬ 
erate  as  a  contract  carrier,  by  motor  ve¬ 
hicle.  over  Irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Crushed  granite,  from  Ccdumbus  and  La- 
Grange,  Ga.,  to  points  hi  Barbour. 


Bullock.  Chambers,  Coffee.  Covington. 
Dale.  Geneva.  Henry.  Houston,  Lee, 
Macon.  Pike,  Randoli^  Russell  and  Tal¬ 
lapoosa  Coimties,  Ala.,  imder  a  con¬ 
tinuing  contract  with  Vulcan  Materials 
Company.  Inc.,  Suite  116,  16  Perimeter 
Park.  Atlanta,  Ga.  Send  protests  to:  Sara 
K.  Davis.  Transportation  Assistant,  Bu¬ 
reau  of  Operations.  Interstate  Commerce 
Commission,  1252  W.  Peachtree  St.  NW.. 
Room  546,  Atlanta,  Ga.  30309. 

No.  MC  143000  (Sub-No.  1TA>.  filed 
March  8,  1977.  Applicant:  THE  HIGH 
PLAINS  GRAIN  COMPANY.  INC.,  E. 
Highway  40.  P.O.  Box  7,  Hays,  Kans. 
67601.  Applicant’s  representative:  Erie 
W.  Francis,  Suite  719,  700  Kanasas  Ave., 
Topeka,  Kans.  66603.  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Dry  processed  feed  and  feed  ingredi¬ 
ents,  from  McCook.  Nebr.,  to  the  facili¬ 
ties  of  Hays  Land  and  Cattle  Co.,  at  or 
near  Hays.  Kans.,  and  to  the  facilities 
of  Davis  Feed  Lot  and  Ranch,  Inc,,  at 
or  near  Ellis,  Kans.,  for  180  days.  Appli¬ 
cant  has  also  filed  an  underl>’ing  ETA 
seeking  up  to  90  days  of  operating  au¬ 
thority.  Supporting  shipper:  Cargill, 
Inc.,  Nutrena  Peed  Division,.  P.O.  9300, 
kCinneapolls.  Minn.  55440.  Send  protests 
to:  Thcnnas  P.  O’Hara,  Distrltct  Super¬ 
visor,  Bureau  of  Operations,  Interstate 
Commerce  Commission,  234  Federal 
Bldg.,  Topeka,  Kans.  66603. 

No.  MC  143000  (Sub-No.  2TA),  filed 
March  8,  1977.  Applicant:  THE  HIGH 
PLAINS  GRAIN  COMPANY,  INC..  E. 
Highway  40,  P.O.  Box  7,  Hays,  Kans. 
67601.  Applicant’s  representative:  Erie 
W.  Francis,  Suite  719,  700  Kansas  Ave., 
Topeka.  Kans.  66603.  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  Irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Dry  processed  feed  and  feed  ingre¬ 
dients,  from  McPherson,  Kans.,  to  points 
In  Canadian,  Grady.  Cleveland,  Washita. 
Caddo,  Blaine.  Roger  Mills,  Dewey, 
Woodward.  Major,  Alfalfa,  Woods, 
Grant.  Garfield,  Kingfisher,  Payne.  Pon- 
totac,  Oklahoma,  Osage,  Kay,  Com- 
manche,  Custer,  Kiowa,  Ellis,  Creek, 
Washington,  Beckham,  Pawnee,  Texas, 
Beaver,  Harper,  Chnarron  and  Noble 
Counties.  Okla.,  for  180  days.  Support¬ 
ing  shipper:  Cargill.  Inc.,  Nutrena  Feed 
Division,  P.O.  Box  9300,  Minneapolis, 
Minn.  55440.  Send  protests  to:  Thomas 
P.  O’Hsuti,  District  Supervisor,  Bureau  of 
Operations.  Interstate  CTommerce  Com¬ 
mission.  234  Federal  Bldg.,  Topeka, 
Kans.  66603. 

No.  MC  143008TA.  filed  March  7,  1977. 
Applicant:  ITG  TRUCKING  COM¬ 
PANY,  INC.,  249  Copeland  St.,  Jackson¬ 
ville,  Fla.  32203.  Applicant’s  representa¬ 
tive:  Sol  H.  Proctor,  1101  Blackstone 
Bldg.,  J{u;ksonvllle,  Fla.  32202.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  contract  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Meats,  meat  products  and 
meat  by-products  and  articles  distrib¬ 
uted  by  meat  packinghouses  (except 
commodities  In  bulk) ,  between  Jackson¬ 
ville,  Fla.,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the 
other,  p<knts  In  Alabama,  California, 
Colorado.  Georgia,  Illinois,  Indiana. 


FEDERAL  REGISTER,  VOL.  42.  NO.  57— THURSDAY,  MARCH  24,  1977 


16028 


NOTICES 


Iowa.  Kanasas,  Kentucky,  Louisiana, 
Maryland,  Massachusetts,  Michigan 
Minnesota,  Mississippi,  Missouri,  Ne¬ 
braska,  New  Jersey,  New  York,  North 
Carolina,  Ohio,  Oklahoma,  Pennsyl¬ 
vania.  South  Carolina,  South  Dakota, 
Tennessee.  Texas,  Virginia,  Wisconsin 
and  the  District  of  Colmnbia,  under  a 
continuing  contract  with  Jones-Cham- 
bliss  Co..  Henry’s  Hickory  Hoiise,  for  180 
days.  Applicant  has  also  filed  an  under¬ 
lying  ETA  seeking  up  to  90  days  of  op¬ 
erating  authority.  Supporting  shipper: 
Jones -Chambliss  Co.,  Henry’s  Hickory 
House.  2135  Firest  St.,  JacksMiville,  Fla. 
32204.  Send  protests  to:  G.  H.  Fauss,  Jr., 
District  Supervisor,  Bureau  of  Opera¬ 
tions.  Interstate  Commerce  Commission, 
Box  35008,  400  W.  Bay  St.,  Jacksonville, 
Fla.  32202. 

No.  MC  143010  TA,  filed  March  8, 
1977.  Applicant:  A.  L.  PRICE,  INC., 
2853  Mt.  Brsmion,  Kelso,  Wash.  98626. 
Applicant’s  representative:  Russell  M. 
Allen.  1200  Jackson  Tower,  Portland, 
Oreg.  97205.  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Cottonseed  meal,  cottonseed  htiil  pellets, 
safflower  meal,  crape  and  tomato 
pomace,  in  bulk,  in  hopper  type  vehicles, 
from  points  in  California,  to  points  in 
Oregon  and  Washington  and  ports  of 
entry  on  the  United  States-Canadian 
Boimdary  line  between  Washington  and 
British  Columbia,  for  180  days.  Support¬ 
ing  shipper:  Snow  Commodities  Co., 
Inc.,  P.O.  Box  D,  S.  Pasadena,  Calif. 
91030.  Send  protests  to:  R.  V.  Dubay, 
District  Supervisor,  Bureau  of  Opera¬ 
tions,  Interstate  Commerce  Commission, 
114  Roneer  Courthouse,  Portland,  Oreg. 
97204. 

By  the  Commission. 

Robert  L.  Oswald, 

Secretary. 

I  PR  Doc.77-8813  Piled  3-23-77;8;46  am] 
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PETITIONS  FOR  MODIFICATION,  INTER¬ 
PRETATION  OR  REINSTATEMENT  OF 
OPERATING  RIGHTS  AUTHORITY 

March  18,  1977. 

The  following  petitions  seek  modifica¬ 
tion  or  interpretation  of  existing  operat¬ 
ing  rights  authority,  or  reinstatement  of 
terminated  operating  rights  authority. 

An  original  and  one  copy  of  protests 
to  the  granting  of  the  requested  author¬ 
ity  must  be  filed  with  the  Commission 
within  30  days  after  the  date  of  this 
Federal  Register  notice.  Such  protest 
shall  comply  with  Special  Rule  247(d) 
of  the  Commission’s  General  Rules  of 
Practice  (49  cm  1100.247)  ^  and  shaU 
Include  a  concise  statement  of  Protes¬ 
tant's  interest  in  the  proceeding  and 
copies  of  its  conflicting  authorities. 
Verified  statements  in  (^iposition  should 


^  Copies  of  Special  Rule  247  (as  amended) 
can  be  obtained  by  writing  to  the  Secretary. 
Interstate  Commerce  Commission,  Washing¬ 
ton,  D  C.  20423. 


not  be  tendered  at  th*s  time.  A  copy  of 
the  protest  shall  be  served  concurrently 
upon  petitioner’s  representative,  or  peti¬ 
tioner  in  no  representative  is  named. 

No.  MC  59367  (Notice  of  filing  of  peti¬ 
tion  for  modification  of  territorial  de¬ 
scription),  filed  March  3,  1977.  Peti¬ 
tioner:  DECKER  TRU<?K  LINE,  INC., 
P.O.  Box  915,  3584  5th  Ave.,  So.,  Fort 
Dodge,  Iowa  50501.  Petitioner’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  James  M.  Hodge,  1980  Finan¬ 
cial  Center.  Des  Moines,  Iowa  50309. 
Petitioner  holds  a  motor  common  carrier 
Certificate  in  No.  MC  59367  issued 
March  26,  1962,  authorizing  transporta¬ 
tion,  as  pertinent,  over  regular  routes, 
of  (1)  poultry  produce  and  dairy  prod¬ 
ucts,  from  Le  Mars  and  Spencer.  Iowa, 
to  Chicago,  HI.,  serving  all  intermediate 
points,  and  the  off-route  points  of 
Marcus,  Rembrandt,  Truesdale,  and 
Bamum,  Iowa:  Prom  Le  Mars  over  low'a 
Highway  5  via  Storm  Lake,  Iowa,  to 
Fort  Dodge,  Iowa,  thence  over  U.S. 
Highway  20  to  Waterloo,  Iowa,  thence 
over  U.S.  Highway  218  to  junction  U.S. 
Highway  30,  thence  over  U.S.  Highw^ay 
30  to  junction  imnmnbered  highway, 
thence  over  unnumbered  highway  via 
Emerson,  Ill.,  to  junction  Alternate  U.S. 
Highway  30  (formerly  U.S.  Highway 
330),  thence  over  Alternate  U.S.  High¬ 
way  30  to  Dixon,  Ill.,  thence  over  Illinois 
Highway  2  to  Oregon,  Ill.,  and  thence 
over  Illinois  Highway  64  to  Chicago;  and 
Prom  Spencer  over  U.S.  Highway  71  to 
Storm  Lake,  Iowa,  thence  to  Chicago  as 
specified  above:  and  (2)  general  com¬ 
modities  (except  those  of  unusual  value, 
classes  A  and  B  explosives,  household 
goods  as  defined  by  the  Commissirai, 
commodities  in  bulk,  and  commodities 
requiring  special  equipment) .  from 
Chicago,  Ill.,  to  Le  Mai's  and  Spencer, 
low'a,  servmg  all  intermediate  points,  the 
off -route  points  of  Marcus,  Rembrandt, 
Truesdale,  and  Barnum,  Iowa,  and  the 
intermediate  and  off -route  points  in  the 
Chicago,  Ill.  Commercial  Zone,  as 
defined  by  the  Commission:  From  Chi¬ 
cago  over  the  above-specified  routes  to 
Le  Mars  and  Spencer,  Iowa.  By  the  in¬ 
stant  petition,  petitioner  seeks  to  delete 
from  the  above  territorial  description 
the  i^ase  “from  Le  Mars  over  Iowa 
Highway  5  via  Storm  Lake,  Iowa,  to 
Fort  Dodge,  Iowa’’,  and  substitute  in  lieu 
thereof,  the  phrase  “from.Le  Mars  over 
Iowa  Highway  3  to  the  intersection  of 
Iowa  Highway  3  with  Iowa  Highway  7 
at  a  point  east  of  Cherokee,  Iowa,  thence 
over  Iowa  Highway  7  via  Storm  Lake 
to  Fort  Dodge,  Iowa.” 

No.  MC  80265  (Notice  of  filing  a  peti¬ 
tion  to  modify  a  certificate),  filed  Peb- 
rusuy  28,  1977.  Petitioner:  FRED  L. 
YORK,  4888  Hamilton-Trenton  Rd., 
Hamilton,  Ohio  45013.  Petitioner’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  James  R.  Stiverson,  1396  West 
Fifth  Avenue,  Columbus,  CMiio  43212.  Pe¬ 
titioner  holds  a  motor  contract  carrier 
Permit  in  No.  MC  80265,  issued,  June  7, 
1966,  authorizing,  as  pertinent,  transpcM*- 
tatlon,  over  irregular  routes,  of  (1)  Fin¬ 
ished  paper  and  paper  products,  from 
Hamilton,  'Ohio,  to  Chicago  and  St. 
Charles,  Ill.,  and  South  Bend.  Ind.;  and 


(2)  paper  and  paper  products,  from 
Hamilton,  Ohio,  to  points  in  Illinois  on 
and  north  of  a  line  beginning  at  the  HU- 
nois-Indiana  State  line  and  extending 
along  U.S.  Highway  40  to  junctlMi  un¬ 
numbered  highway  (formerly  portion 
U.S.  Highway  40) ,  thence  along  lumum- 
bered  highway  through  Marshall,  HI.,  to 
junction  U.S.  Highway  40,  thence  along 
U.S.  Highway  40  to  junction  unnumbered 
highway  (formerly  portion  U.S.  Highway 
40),  thence  along  unnumbered  highway 
through  Martinsville  and  Casey,  HI.,  to 
junction  U.S.  Highway  40,  thence  along 
U.S.  Highway  40  to  Junction  Alternate. 
U.S.  Highway  40,  thence  along  Alternate 
U.S.  Highway  40  through  Vandalia  and 
Greenville,  HI.,  to  junction  UH.  High¬ 
way  40,  thence  along  UH.  Highway  40 
to  junction  unnumbered  highway  (for- 
n»erly  portion  UJS.  Highway  40),  thence 
along  unnumbered  highway  through 
Highland.  HI.,  to  junction  UB.  Highway 
40,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  40  to  jimc- 
tion  Bypass  U.S.  Highway  40.  thence 
along  Bypass  U.S.  Highway  40  to  the 
Hlinois-Mlssourl  State  line  (except  Chi¬ 
cago  and  St.  Charles.  HI.),  those  points 
in  Indiana  on  and  north  of  U.S.  High¬ 
way  40  (except  South  Bend,  Ind.) ,  those 
points  in  Michigan  on  and  souUi  of 
Michigan  Highway  21,  and  to  Milwau¬ 
kee,  Racine  and  Beloit,  Wls.,  St.  Louis, 
Mo.,  Erie,  Pa.,  and  Buffalo  and  Roches¬ 
ter,  N.Y.  By  the  instant  petition,  peti¬ 
tioner  seeks  to  add  Cincinnati,  Ohio  as 
an  additional  origin  point  in  (1)  and 
(2)  above. 

No.  MC  93944  (Sub-No.  9)  (Notice  of 
filing  of  petition  to  modify  a  certificate) , 
filed  February  28,  1977.  Petitioner: 
DANELLA  BROS.,  INC.,  2280  Butler  Pike, 
Plymouth  Meeting.  Pa.  19462.  Petitioner’s 
representative:  ’Theodore  Poly doroff,  1250 
Connecticut  Avenue,  N.W.,  Suite  600, 
Washington,  D.C.  20036.  Petitioner  holds 
a  motor  common  carrier  Certificate  in 
No.  MC  93944  (Sub-No.  9),  issued  No¬ 
vember  25,  1974,  authorizing,  as  perti¬ 
nent,  transportation,  over  Irregular 
routes,  of  Alloys  and  ores  (except  fluor¬ 
spar)  ,  (except  in  tank  vehicles) ,  between 
points  in  that  part  of  Pennsylvania  on 
and  east  of  U.S.  Highway  219  (except 
Scranton,  and  Columbia,  Pa.,  and  Its 
commercial  zone  as  defined  by  the  Com¬ 
mission,  and  points  In  Philaddphia, 
Montgomery,  gnd  Delaware  Counties, 
Pa.) ,  New  Jersey  (except  points  in  Cum¬ 
berland,  Salem,  Gloucester,  Cape  May, 
Atlantic,  Camden,  and  Buxiington  Coun¬ 
ties),  Delaware,  and  Maryland  (except 
Baltimore) .  restricted  against  service  be¬ 
tween  points  in  New  Jersey.  By  the  in¬ 
stant  petition,  petitioner  seeks  to  delete 
the  following  restriction  in  the  above  ter¬ 
ritorial  description:  “except  Scranton, 
and  Columbia.  Pa.,  and  its  cMnmercial 
zone  as  defined  by  the  Commission,  and 
points  in  Philadeli^ia,  Montgomery,  and 
Delaware  Counties,  Pa.” 

No.  MC  116101  (Notice  of  filing  of 
petitiim  to  modify  territorial  description, 
filed  March  2,  1977.  Petitioner:  QUICK 
AIR  FREIGHT.  INC.,  P.O.  Box  19828, 
4600  E.  17th  Avoiue,  Oolumbus,  Ohio 
43219.  PetiticMier’s  representative:  Rus- 
seU  S.  Bernhard,  1625  K  Street,  N.W.. 
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Washington,  D.C.  20006.  Petitioner  holds 
a  motor  common  carrier  Certificate  In 
No.  MC  116101,  issued  February  23.  1061, 
authorizing  transportation  over  irregu¬ 
lar  routes,  as  perUnent,  of  general  eom- 
modities  (except  Classes  A  and  B  ex¬ 
plosives),  between  .the  Port  Columbus 
Airport,  Columbus,  Ohio,  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in  that 
part  of  Ohio  boimded  by  a  line  beginning 
at  Bucyrus  and  extending  along  U.S. 
Highway  SON  to  Mansfield,  thence  along 
Ohio  Highway  39  to  Junction  U.S.  High¬ 
way  21,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  21 
to  the  Ohio  River,  thence  along  the  Ohio 
River  to  Portsmouth,  thence  along  Ohio 
Highway  73  to  Junction  Ohio  Highway 
41,  thence  along  Ohio  Highway  41  to 
Junction  Ohio  Highway  753,  thence  along 
Ohio  Highway  753  to  WashingtMi  Court 
House,  thence  along  Ohio  Highway  38 
to  Junction  Ohio  Highway  4.  thence  along 
Ohio  Highway  4  to  Bucyrus  and  the 
Oreater  Cincinnati  Airport  in  Kentucky 
(near  Cincinnati,  Ohio),  when  the  Port 
Columbus  Airport  is  closed  to  air  travel 
due  to  the  climatic  conditions  or  to 
mechanical  failure  of  any  scheduled  or 
nonscheduled  flight  therefrom,  restricted 
to  shipments 'having  a  prior  or  subse¬ 
quent  movement  by  aircraft.  By  the 
instant  petition,  petitioner  seeks  to 
broaden  the  territorial  description  above 
by  the  addition  of  the  words  “and  points 
in  Ohio  on”  immediately  after  the  words 
“bounded  by”  In  the  territorial  descrip¬ 
tion  above. 

No.  MC  129413  (Sub-No.  10)  (Notice 
of  filing  of  petition  to  modify  certificate) , 
filed  December  29.  1976.  Petitioner: 
SIOUXliAND  EXPRESS.  INC.,  P.O.  Box 
353,  Lemars,  Iowa  51031.  Petitioner’s 
representative:  Patrick  E.  Quinn,  P.O. 
Box  82028,  Lincoln.  Nebr.  68501.  Pe¬ 
titioner  holds  a  motor  common  carrier 
Certificate  in  No.  MC  129413  (Sub-No. 
10),  issued  June  17,  1976,  authorizing 
transportation,  as  pertinent,  over  irregu¬ 
lar  routes,  of  dry  animal  and  vovltry 
feeds  (except  urea) ,  and  dry  animal  and 
poultry  feed  ingredients  (except  urea). 
In  bags  and  In  bulk  (except  in  bulk.  In 
tank  vehicles) ,  from  the  facilities  of  CTar- 
gill,  Inc.,  Nutrena  Feed  Division,  located 
at  or  near  Sioux  City,  Iowa,  to  points  in 
Minnesota,  Nebraska,  and  South  Dakota, 
restricted  to  the  transportation  of  traffic 
originating  at  the  facilities  of  Cargill, 
Inc.,  Nutrena  Feed  Division,  located  at 
or  near  Sioux  City.  Iowa.  By  the  instant 
petition,  petitioner  seeks  to  modify  the 
territorial  description  and  the  restric¬ 
tion  above  by  the  deletion  of  the  pharse 
“Nutrena  Fe^  Division.” 

No.  MC  135787  (Sub-No.  1)  (Notice  of 
filing  of  iietition  to  change  origin  point) , 
filed  April  27,  1976.  Petitioner:  R.  A. 
TENNANT  TRUCKING.  INC.,  11620  60th 
N.E.,  Lake  Stevens,  Wash.  98258.  Pe¬ 
titioner’s  representative:  George  R.  La- 
Bissoniere,  1100  Norton  Building,  Seattle. 
Wash.  98104.  Petitioner  holds  a  motor 
contract  carrier  Permit  in  No.  MC  135787 
(Sub-No.  1),  issued  November  8.  1973, 
authorizing  transportation  over  irregular 
routes,  of  plumbing  and  heating  fixtures, 
equipment,  supplies,  and  accessories, 
from  San  Pablo,  Stockton,  Torrance,  and 


Cl^  of  Industry,  Califs  to  points  in  that 
part  of  Oregon  on  and  west  of  UJ3.  High¬ 
way  97,  and  to  points  In  Washington, 
under  a  ccmtlnulng  contract,  or  con¬ 
tracts,  with  American  Standard.  Inc.,  of 
New  Brunswick,  N.J.  By  the  instant  pe¬ 
tition,  petitioner  seeks  to  substitute  Col- 
t<xi,  Calif,  as  an  origin  point  in  lieu  of 
Cl^  of  Industry.  Calif,  in  the  territorial 
description  above. 

No.  MC  138318  (Notice  of  filing  of  pe- 
tltkm  to  add  addltion{d  commodities), 
filed  March  1,  1977.  Petitioner:  EMPIRE 
STEVEDORING  CO..  LTD.,  200  St. 
James  St.,  Montreal,  Canada  H2Y  IMl. 
Petitioner’s  representative:  Francis  E. 
Barrett,  Jr.,  (same  address  as  appli¬ 
cant)  .  Petitioner  holds  a  motor  contract 
carrier  Permit  In  No.  MC  138318  Issued 
July  8.  1976,  authorizing  transportation 
over  irregular  routes,  of  wood  pulp,  from 
Woodland,  Maine,  to  the  port  of  entry  on 
the  United  States-Canada  Boundary  line 
located  at  or  near  Calais,  Maine,  under 
a  continuing  contract,  or  contracts,  with 
Georgia  Pacific  Corporation  located  at 
Portland.  Greg.  By  the  instant  petition, 
petitioner  seeks  to  add  newsprint  and 
printing  paper  to  the  above  commodity 
description. 

No.  MC  140370  (Sub-No.  3)  (Notice  of 
filing  of  petition  to  modify  territorial  de¬ 
scription)  ,  filed  December  20, 1976.  Peti¬ 
tioner:  V.G.H.  TRUCKING.  INC.,  High¬ 
way  2  East,  East  Grand  Forks,  Minn. 
56721.  Petitioner’s  representative:  Wil¬ 
liam  J.  Boyd,  600  Enterprise  Drive,  Suite 
222,  Oak  Brook.  HI.  60521.  PeUUoner 
holds  a  motor  contract  carrier  Permit  in 
No.  MC  140370  (Sub-No.  3).  issued 
March  14.  1977,  authorizing  transporta¬ 
tion  over  Irregiilar  routes,  of  records,  t- 
track  tapes,  asid  plastic  articles,  (1) 
from  Indianapolis.  Ind.,  and  Minneap¬ 
olis,  Minn.,  to  Los  Angeles,  Calif.,  and 
Seattle,  Wash.;  and  (2)  from  Los  An¬ 
geles,  Calif.,  to  MlnnefM;x>lls,  Minn.,  un¬ 
der  a  continuing  contract,  or  contracts, 
with  K-Tel  Intematicmal,  Inc^  Min¬ 
netonka,  Miim.  By  the  Instant  petition, 
petitioner  sedcs  to  modify  the  territorial 
description  in  (1)  above  by  the  deletion 
of  Minneapolis.  Minn,  as  an  origin  point, 
and  the  substitution  of  MlnneUmka, 
Minn,  in  lieu  thereof,  and  to  modify  the 
territorial  descripticm  in  (2)  above  by  the 
deletion  of  Minneapolis,  Minn,  as  the 
destination  point,  and  the  substitution  of 
Minnetonka,  Minn.  In  lieu  thereof. 

No.  MC  141124  (Notice  of  filing  of  peti¬ 
tion  to  add  additional  commodities), 
filed  February  7, 1977.  Petitioner:  EVAN¬ 
GELIST  COMMERCIAL  CORPORA¬ 
TION,  Hangar  Five,  Oreater  Wilmington 
Airport,  P.O.  Box  1709,  Wilmington,  Del. 
19899.  Petitioner’s  representative:  Boyd 
B.  E^rris,  50  West  Broad  Street,  Coliun- 
bus,  Ohio  43215.  Petitioner  holds  a  motor 
common  carrier  Certificate  in  No.  MC 
141124  issued  March  1.  1976.  authorizing 
transportation  over  irregular  routes,  of 
(1)  paper  and  paper  products,  from  the 
plantsites  and  facilities  of  The  Mead 
Corporaticm  located  at  Chillicothe.  Ohio, 
and  of  Champion  International.  Inc.,  lo¬ 
cated  at  Hamilton  and  Piqua,  Ohio,  to 
points  in  Pennsylvania,  Maryland,  Dela¬ 


ware,  New  Jersey,  New  York.  Connecti¬ 
cut.  Massachusetts.  Rhode  Island,  New 
Hampshire,  Vermont,  Maine,  and  the 
District  of  Columbia;  and  (2)  rejected 
and  returned  shipments  of  paper  and 
paper  products,  and  commodities  iised  in 
the  manufacture  of  paper  and  paper 
products  (except  commodities  in  bulk), 
from  points  in  Pennsylvania,  Maryland, 
Delaware,  New  Jersey,  New  York,  Con¬ 
necticut,  Massachusetts,  Rhode  Island. 
New  Hampshire,  Vermont,  Maine,  and 
the  District  of  Columbia,  to  the  plant- 
sites  and  facilities  of  ’Die  Mead  Corpo¬ 
ration  located  at  Chillicothe.  Ohio  and  of 
Champion  International,  Inc.  IcKated  at 
Hamilton  and  Piqua,  Ohio.  By  the  in¬ 
stant  petition,  petitioner  see^  to  add 
"materials,  equipment  and  supplies  uti¬ 
lized  in  the  installation  of  floor  coverings 
and  floors;  floor  mats,  and  runners: 
adhesives,  cove  bases;  carpet  binding  ac¬ 
cessories:  maintenance  equipment  and 
products:  and  materials,  equipment  and 
supplies  used  in  or  incidental  to  the 
manufacture,  sale  and  distribution  of  the 
commodities  described  (except  commod¬ 
ities  in  bulk)  ”  as  additional  commodities 
to  be  shipped  from  the  Piqua,  Ohio  facil¬ 
ity  only  of  Roberts  Consolidated  Indus¬ 
tries.  Inc.,  to  the  destination  states 
named  in  part  (1)  of  the  above  Certifi¬ 
cate;  and  "rejected  and  returned  ship¬ 
ments  of  the  above  described  commod¬ 
ities  and  commodities  used  in  or  inciden¬ 
tal  to  the  manufacture,  sale  and  distri¬ 
bution  thereof  (except  ccxnmodities  in 
bulk)”  from  the  origin  states  named  in 
part  (2)  of  the  above  Certificate,  to  the 
facilities  of  Roberts  ConsoUdated  Indus¬ 
tries,  Inc.  located  at  Piqua,  Ohio. 

No.  MC  142059  (Notice  of  filing  of  peti¬ 
tion  to  mtxlify  restriction),  filed  Decem¬ 
ber  23.  1976.  Petitioner:  CARDINAL 
TRANSPORT,  INC.,  1830  Mound  Road, 
P.O.  Box  911,  Joliet,  HI.  60436.  Petition¬ 
er’s  representative:  Jack  Riley  (same 
address  as  petiti(Hier) .  Petitioner  holds  a 
motor  common  carrier  CTertificate  in  No. 
MC  142059,  Issued  October  4.  1976,  au¬ 
thorizing  transportation,  as  pertinent, 
over  irregular  routes,  of  aluminum  and 
aluminum  products  (except  commodities 
in  bulk),  frmn  the  facilities  of  Alumax 
Mill  Products,  Inc.,  in  Grundy  County, 
HI.,  to  Chicago.  HI.,  restricted  to  ship¬ 
ments  having  a  subsequent  movement  by 
rail  or  water.  By  the  Instant  petition, 
petitioner  seeks  to  modify  the  restriction 
above  by  the  deletion  of  the  words  “by 
rail  or  water.” 

Republications  of  Grants  of  Operating 

Rights  Authority  Prior  to  Certifi¬ 
cation 

NOTICE 

The  following  grants  of  operating 
rights  authorities  are  republished  by  or¬ 
der  of  the  Commission  to  Indicate  a 
broadened  grant  of  authority  over' that 
previously  noticed  in  the  Federal  Regis¬ 
ter. 

An  original  and  one  copy  of  protests  to 
the  granting  of  the  authority  must  be 
filed  with  the  Commission  within  30  days 
after  the  date  of  this  Federal  Register 
notice.  Such  protest  shall  comply  with 
Special  Rule  247(d)  of  the  Commission’s 
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General  Rules  of  Practice  (49  CTPR  1100.- 
247)  addressing  specifically  the  issue(s) 
indicated  as  the  purpose  for  republlca- 
tlon,  and  including  a  concise  statement 
of  Protestant’s  Interest  in  the  proceed¬ 
ing  and  copies  of  its  conflicting  author¬ 
ities.  Verified  statements  in  opposition 
shall  not  be  tendered  at  this  time.  A  copy 
of  the  protest  shall  be  served  concur¬ 
rently  upon  the  carrier’s  representative, 
or  carrier  if  no  representative  is  named. 

No.  MC  125470  (Sub-No,  12)  (Repub¬ 
lication),  filed  January  26,  1976,  pub¬ 
lished  in  the  Federal  Register  issue  of 
March  4, 1976,  and  republished  this  issue. 
Applicant:  MOORE’S  TRANSFER.  INC., 
P.O.  Box  1151,  Norfolk,  Ntbr,  68701.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  representative:  Gailyn  L.  Lar¬ 
sen,  521  South  14th  St.,  P.O.  Box  81849, 
Lincoln,  Nebr.  68501.  An  Order  of  the 
Commission,  Review  Board  Number  2, 
dated  January  25,  1977,  and  served  Feb¬ 
ruary  10, 1977,  finds  that  the  present  and 
future  public  convenience  and  necessity 
require  operation  by  applicant,  in  inter¬ 
state  or  foreign  commerce,  as  a  common 
carrier  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  in  the  transportation  of  (1)  flour, 
from  toe  facilities  of  O.A.  Cooper  Com¬ 
pany,  located  at  or  near  Humboldt,  Nebr., 
to  points  in  Iowa,  Kansas,  Missouri, 
Ncwth  Dakota,  and  South  Dakota,  re¬ 
stricted  to  toe  transportation  of  traffic 
originating  at  toe  named  origin  facilities; 
and  (2)  feed  and  feed  ingredients  (ex¬ 
cept  liquid  commodities  in  bulk,  in  tank 
vehicles),  between  toe  facilities  of  OA. 
Cooper  Company,  located  at  or  near 
Humboldt,  Cozad,  South  Sioux  City,  and 
Beatrice,  Nebr.,  on  toe  one  hand,  and,  on 
toe  other,  points  in  Iowa,  Kansas.  Mis¬ 
souri,  and  South  Dakota,  restricted  to 
toe  transportation  of  traffic  originating 
at  or  destined  to  the  named  facilities  of 

O.  A.  Cooper  Company;  that  applicant  is 
fit,  willing,  and  able  properly  to  perform 
such  service  and  to  conform  to  the  re¬ 
quirements  of  toe  Interstate  Commerce 
Act  and  the  Commission’s  rules  and  reg¬ 
ulations  thereunder.  The  purpose  of  this 
republication  is  to  indicate  toe  addition 
of  North  Dakota  as  an  additional  desti¬ 
nation  state  in  (1)  above  in  applicant’s 
grant  of  authority. 

No.  MC  139525  (Republication  of  no¬ 
tice  of  filing  of  petition  to  modify 
commodity  description) ,  filed  March  15, 
1976,  published  in  the  Federal  Reg¬ 
ister  issue  of  May  6,  1976,  and  re¬ 
published  this  issue.  Petitioner:  E.D.C. 
’TRANSPORT,  INC.,  7200  Fly  Rd., 

P. O.  Box  207,  East  Syracuse.  N.Y. 
13057.  Petitioner’s  representative:  Her¬ 
bert  M.  Canter,  305  Montgomery  St.. 
Syracuse,  N.Y.  13202.  An  Order  of 
the  Commission,  Review  Board  Number 
3.  dated  February  22,  1977,  and  served 
March  10,  1977,  finds  that  the  present 
and  future  public  convenience  and  ne¬ 
cessity  require  modification  of  petition¬ 
er’s  certificate  No.  MC  139525  to  au¬ 
thorize  transportation  over  irregular 
routes  of  frozen  prepared  foods  and 
meats,  meat  products  and  meat  byprod¬ 
ucts  and  dairy  products,  as  described  in 
sections  A  and  B  of  Appendix  I  to  toe 
report  in  Descriptions  in  Motor  Carrier 
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Certificates,  61  M.C.C.  209  and  766,  and 
fish  (including  shdlflsh),  when  moving 
at  toe  same  tone  and  In  the  same  vehicle 
with  frozen  prepared  foods,  or  meats, 
meat  products,  and  meat  byproducts  and 
dairy  products,  from  Gloucester  and 
Boston,  Mass.,  to  points  in  that  part  of 
New  York  lying  on  and  west  of  a  line 
beginning  at  the  United  States-Canada 
Boundary  line  at  or  near  Rouses  Point, 
N.Y.,  and  extending  along  U.S,  Highway 
9  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  6  at  or  near 
Peeksklll,  N.Y.,  and  on  and  north  of  a 
line  extending  from  junction  U.S.  High¬ 
ways  9  and  6  along  U.S.  Highway  6  to 
junction  New  York  Highway  17  at 
(jroshen,  N.Y..  thence  along  New  York 
Highway  17  to  junction  Interstate  High¬ 
way  90  at  Westfield,  N.Y.,  and  thence 
along  a  straight  line  to  Lake  Erie  at 
Barcelona,  N.Y.,  restricted  as  follows: 
the  transportation  of  frozen  prepared 
foods  and  toe  transportation  of  meats, 
meat  products  and  meat  byproducts  and 
dairy  products  may  be  made  only  when 
moving  in  mixed  loads  in  the  same  ve¬ 
hicle  with  fish  (including  shellfish),  toe 
transportation  of  which  is  otherwise  par¬ 
tially  exempt  from  the  regulation  imder 
section  203(b)  (6)  of  toe  Interstate  Com¬ 
merce  Act;  that  petitioner  is  fit,  willing, 
and  able  properly  to  perform  such  serv¬ 
ice  and  to  conform  to  toe  requirements 
of  toe  Interstate  Commerce  Act  and  toe 
Commission’s  rules  and  regulations 
toereimder.  The  purpose  of  this  republl- 
catlon  is  to  indicate  toe  addition  of 
dairy  products  to  the  commodity  de¬ 
scription  and  to  the  restriction  in  the 
modification  authorized  to  petitioner’s 
certificate. 

Motor  Carrier,  Broker,  Water  Carrier 

AND  Freight  Forwarder  Operating 

Rights  Applications 

NOTICE 

The  following  applications  are  gov¬ 
erned  by  Special  Rule  247  of  toe  Com¬ 
mission’s  General  Rules  of  Practice  (49 
CFR  i  1100.247).  These  rules  provide, 
among  other  things,  that  a  protest  to 
toe  granting  of  an  application  must  be 
filed  with  toe  Commlsslcm  within  30  days 
after  toe  date  of  notice  of  filing  of  the 
application  is  published  in  toe  Federal 
Register.  Failure  to  seasonably  to  file 
a  protest  will  be  construed  as  a  waiver 
of  opposition  and  participation  in  the 
proceeding.  A  protest  under  these  rules 
should  comply  with  Section  247(d)  (3)  of 
the  rules  of  practice  which  requires  that 
it  set  forth  specificalh’  the  grounds  upon 
which  it  is  made,  contsdn  a  detailed 
statement  of  protestant’s  interest  in  the 
proceeding  (including  a  copy  of  toe  siie- 
cific  portions  of  its  authority  which  pro- 
testant  believes  to  be  in  confilct  with 
that  sought  in  toe  application,  and  de¬ 
scribing  in  detail  the  method — whether 
by  Joinder,  Interline,  or  other  means — 
by  which  protestant  would  use  such  au- 
tliority  to  provide  all  or  part  of  the  serv¬ 
ice  proposed),  and  shall  specify  with 
particularity  toe  facts,  matters,  and 
things  relied  upon,  but  shall  not  include 
issues  or  allegations  phrased  generally. 
Protests  not  in  reasonable  compliance 
with  the  requirements  of  the  rules  may 
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be  rejected.  The  original  and  one  eonr, 
of  the  protest  shall  be  filed  with  the' 
Commission,  and  a  copy  shall  be  served 
concurrently  upon  applicant’s  represent¬ 
ative,  or  applicant  if  no  representative 
is  named.  If  toe  protest  Includes  a  re¬ 
quest  for  oral  hearing,  such  request  shall 
meet  the  requirements  of  section  247 
(d)  (4)  of  the  special  rules,  and  shall  in¬ 
clude  the  certification  required  therein. 

Section  247(f)  further  provides,  in 
part,  that  an  applicant  who  does  not  in¬ 
tend  timely  to  prosecute  its  aiH>llcation 
shall  promptly  request  dismissal  there¬ 
of,  and  that  failure  to  prosecute  an  ap¬ 
plication  under  procedures  ordered  by 
the  Commission  will  result  in  dismissal 
of  the  application. 

Further  processing  steps  will  be  by 
Commission  order  which  will  be  served 
on  each  party  of  record.  Broadening 
amendments  will  not  be  accepted  alter 
the  date  of  this  publication  except  for 
good  cause  shown,  and  restrictive 
amendments  will  not  be  entertained  fol¬ 
lowing  publication  in  the  Federal  Regis¬ 
ter  of  a  notice  that  the  proceeding  has 
been  assigned  for  oral  hearing. 

Each  applicant  states  that  there  will  * 
be  no  significant  effect  on  toe  quality  of 
the  human  environment  resulting  from 
amiroval  of  Its  application. 

No.  MC  200  (Sub-No.  286),  filed  Feb- 
ruary  4,  1977.  Applicant:  RISS  INTER- 
NA’nONAL  CCHIPORATION.  903  Grand 
Avenue,  Kansas  City,  Mo.  64142.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  Rodger  J.  Walsh 
(same  address  as  applicant).  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  Irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Pickles,  pickled  tomatoes, 
sauerkraut,  and  relishes  all  requiring 
movement  in  mechanically  refrigerated 
vehicles  (except  commodities  in  bulk  in 
tank  vehicles),  from  toe  plant  site  of 
Cfiaussen  Pickle  Co.,  a  wholly-owned 
subsidiary  of  Oscar  Mayer  *  Co..  Ine. 
located  at  or  near  Woodstock,  Ill.,  to 
points  in  Connecticut,  Delaware,  Indi¬ 
ana.  Maine,  Maryland','  Massachusetts. 
Michigan,  New  Hampshire,  New  Jersey. 
New  York,  Ohio,  Pennsylvania,  Rhode 
Island,  Vermont,  Virginia.  West  Virginia 
and  toe  District  of  Columbia,  restricted 
to  traffic  originating  at  the  above  named 
origin  and  destined  to  toe  states  named 
and  further  restricted  against  movement 
of  commodities  in  bulk  in  tank  vehicles. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary. 
tbe  applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  either 
Kansas  City,  Mo.  or  Chicago,  Ill. 

No.  MC  808  (Sub-No.  53),  filed  Febru¬ 
ary  9.  1977.  Awjlicant:  ANCHOR  MO¬ 
TOR  FREIGHT.  INC.,  21111  Cliagrin 
Boulevard.  P.O.  Box  22005,  Cleveland. 
Ohio  44122.  Applicant’s  representative: 

J.  A.  Kundtz,  1100  National  City  Bank 
Building,  Cleveland.  Ohio  44114.  Author¬ 
ity  sought  to  operate  as  a  contract  car¬ 
rier.  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  New  automobiles, 
new  trucks,  new  chassis,  automobile 
parts  and  automobile  show  equipment . 
in  Initial  movements.  In  truckaway  serv¬ 
ice.  (1)  from  toe  plant  sites  of  General 
Motors  Corporation  located  at  linden. 
N.J..  and  located  at  or  near  Wilmington. 
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Del.,  to  points  In  Alabama,  Florida,  and 
Georgia;  and  (2)  from  the  plant  sites  of 
General  Motors  Corporation  located  at 
or  near  Atlanta  and  Doravllle,  Ga..  to 
points  in  Coimecticut.  Delaware.  Indl> 
a-niL,  Kentucky,  Maine,  Maryland,  Mas¬ 
sachusetts,  Michigan,  New  Hampshire, 
Ohio,  New  Jersey,  New  York,  Pennsyl¬ 
vania,  Rhode  Island,  Virginia,  West  Vir¬ 
ginia,  Vermont  and  the  District  of  Co¬ 
lumbia,  \mder  a  continuing  contract  or 
contracts  with  General  Motors  Corpora- 
ti(m. 

Note. — Common  control  may  be  Involved. 
If  a  bearing  la  deemed  necessary,  tbe  appU- 
cant  requests  It  be  held  at  Washington,  D.C. 

No.  MC  4405  (Sub-No.  547),  filed 
February  4,  1977.  Applicant:  DEALE3U3 
TRANSIT,  INC.,  622  South  Boston  Ave¬ 
nue,  Enterprise  Bldg.,  Tulsa,  Okla.  74103. 
Applicant’s  representative:  Alan  Foss, 
502  First  National  Bank  Bldg.,  Fargo,  N. 
Dak.  58102.  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Metal  and  metal  articles,  from  Gonzales, 
Tex.,  to  points  In  the  United  States  (ex¬ 
cept  Alaska  and  Hawaii) . 

Note. — Common  control  may  be  Involved. 
If  a  bearing  Is  deemed  necessary,  the  iq>pll- 
cant  requests  It  be  held  at  Houston,  Tex. 

No.  MC  8515  (Sub-No.  12).  filed 
January  31,  1977.  Applicant:  TOBLER 
TRANSFER,  INC.,  Jct.  Int.  80  and  Bl.  89, 
Spring  Valley,  Bl.  61362.  Applicant’s  r^ 
resentatlve:  Leonard  R.  Kofkin,  39  South 
LaSalle  Street,  Chicago,  BL  60603.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  regular 
routes,  transporting:  General  commodi¬ 
ties  (except  commodities  In  bulk,  house¬ 
hold  goods  as  defined  by  the  Commis¬ 
sion.  Classes  A  and  B  explosives,  and 
those  requiring  special  equipment).  Be¬ 
tween  the  plantslte  and  faclllUes  of 
Caterpillar  ’Tractm:  Co.^  located  in  Scott 
County,  Iowa,  and  Chicago.  Bl.,  serving 
all  intermediate  points:  (a)  From  points 
in  Scott  County.  Iowa,  over  Interstate 
Highway  80  to  Junctlcm  Interstate  High¬ 
way  55.  thence  over  Interstate  Highway 
55  to  Chicago.  Bl.,  and  return  over  the 
same  route,  (b)  From  points  in  Scott 
Coimty,  Iowa,  over  Interstate  Highway 
74.  to  Junction  Interstate  Highway  55, 
thence  over  Interstate  Highway  55  to 
Chicago,  Bl..  and  return  over  the  same 
route,  (c)  From  points  in  Scott  Coimty, 
Iowa,  over  Interstate  Highway  80.  to 
Jimctlon  Illinois  Highway  2.  thence  over 
Blinols  Highway  2  to  Junction  U.S.  High¬ 
way  20,  thence  over  U.S.  Highway  20  to 
Chicago,  Bl..  and  return  over  the  same 
route.  Serving  In  connection  with  each  of 
the  above  routes,  all  points  in  that  part 
of  Illinois  on  and  north  of  a  line  begin¬ 
ning  at  Chicago,  Bl.,  and  extending 
along  Interstate  Highway  57  to  jimctlon 
Blinols  Highway  9,  thence  along  Illinois 
Highway  9  to  Junction  U.8.  Highway  67. 
thence  along  U.S.  Highway  67  to  the 
BUnols-Iowa  State  line,  restricted  to  the 
transportation  of  shipments  originating 
at  or  destined  to  the  plantslte  and  facili¬ 
ties  of  Caterpillar  ’Tractor  Co.,  in  Scott 
County,  Iowa. 


Non. — ^If  a  hearing  Is  deoned  necessary, 
tbe  iq>plteant  requests  it  be  held  at  Chicago, 
DL 

No.  MC  16682  (Sub-No.  89).  filed  Feb¬ 
ruary  4,  1977.  Applicant:  MURAL 

TRANSPORT.  INC.,  Black  HOTse  Lane, 
South  Brunswick,  N.J.  08902.  Applicant’s 
representative:  W.  C.  Mitchell,  370  Lex¬ 
ington  Ave.,  New  York,  N.Y.  10017.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  Irregular 
rout^,  transporting:  New  furniture  and 
commercial  and  institutional  fixtures 
and  equipment,  from  Tacoma  and  Lake- 
wood,  Wash.,  to  pomts  In  Arizona,  Ar¬ 
kansas.  California,  Colorado,  Idaho.  B- 
llnols,  Indiana,  Iowa,  Kansas,  Louisiana. 
Michigan.  Minnesota,  Missouri,  Mon¬ 
tana,  Nevada,  New  Mexico,  North  Da¬ 
kota,  Ohio,  Oklahoma,  Oregon.  South 
Dakota,  Texas,  Utah,  Virginia.  West 
Virginia,  Wisconsin  and  Wyoming. 

Note. — If  a  heerlog  Is  deemed  necessary, 
tbe  applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  either 
Seattle  or  Tacoma,  Wash. 

No.  MC  16903  (Sub-No.  47),  filed  Feb¬ 
ruary  7,  1977.  Applicant:  MOON 

FREIGHT  LINES,  INC.,  120  W.  Grimes 
Street,  P.O.  Box  1275,  Blocmilngton,  Ind. 
47401.  Applicant’s  representative:  Don¬ 
ald  W.  Smith,  Suite  2465,  One  Indiana 
Square,  Indianapolis,  Ind.  46204.  Author¬ 
ity  sought  to  operate  as  a  common  car¬ 
rier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  Irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Brick,  from  points 
in  Georgia,  North  Carolina,  and  South 
Carolina,  to  points  In  Connecticut,  Dela¬ 
ware,  Illinois,  Indiana,  Iowa,  Kentucky. 
Maine,  Maryland.  Bfassachusetts,  Michi¬ 
gan.  Minnesota,  Missouri,  New  Hamp¬ 
shire  New  Jersey,  New  York,  Ohio.  Penn¬ 
sylvania,  Rhode  Island,  Vermont.  West 
Virginia,  Wisconsin,  and  the  District  of 
Columbia. 

Non. —  If  a  bearing  to  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requeata  tt  be  held  at  either  In- 
dlaniq>oll8.  Ind.  or  Chicago,  HI. 

No.  MC  19157  (Sub-No.  38),  filed  Jan¬ 
uary  31,  1977.  Applicant:  MCCOR¬ 
MACK’S  HIGHWAY  TRANSPORTA¬ 
TION.  INC.,  RJJ.  3,  Box  4.  Campbell 
Road,  Schenectady,  N.Y.  12306.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  Paul  Montarello 
(same  address  as  applicant).  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  Irregular  routes, 
transporting:  (1)  Chemicals  (except  in 
bulk) ,  between  Boontmi,  N.J.,  (m  the  <me 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  In  Con¬ 
necticut,  Delaware,  Maine,  Maryland, 
Massachusetts,  Michigan,  New  York, 
Ohio,  Pennsylvania,  Vermont.  Virginia, 
and  West  Virginia;  and  (2)  cameras  and 
commodities  used  in  the  sale,  operation, 
distribution  and  production  of  cameras, 
between  Penfield  Center,  N.Y.,  on  the 
one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  Myersville, 
N.J,  and  Clarendon,  N.Y. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  either 
Albany,  N.Y.  or  Washington,  D.C. 

No.  MC  19778  (Sub-No.  94) ,  filed  Feb- 
ruary  4,  1977.  Applicant:  THE  MID- 
WAUKEE  MOTOR  TRANSPORTATION 
COMPANY,  a  Corporation,  Suite  508,  516 


W.  Jackson  Boulevard.  Chicago,  Bl. 
60606.  Applicant’s  representative:  Robert 
E.  Munsell  (same  address  as  applicant) . 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  ir¬ 
regular  routes,  transporting:  Trailers  in 
truckaway  service,  between  plantsites  of 
Great  Dane  Trailers  Indiana,  Inc.,  lo¬ 
cated  at  or  near  BrazU,  Ind.,  and  Terre 
Haute,  Ind.,  restricted  to  the  transporta¬ 
tion  of  trailers  having  a  prior  or  subse¬ 
quent  movement  by  rail. 

Note. — Common  control  may  be  Involved. 
If  a  bearing  Is  deemed  necessary,  the  appli¬ 
cant  requests  that  It  be  held  at  either  Chi¬ 
cago,  m.  or  Louisville,  Ky. 

No.  MC  25798  (Sub.-No.  288).  filed 
February  2,  1977.  Applicant:  CLAY  HY- 
DER  TRUCKING  LINES,  INC.,  P.O.  Box 
1186,  Aubumdale,  Fla.  33823.  Applicant’s 
representative:  Tony  G.  Russell  (same 
address  as  applicant).  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  Irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Fruit  juice.  In  bulk.  In  tank  vehicles, 
from  the  facilities  of  Cornucopia  Farms, 
a  Division  of  Gerber  Products  Co.,  lo¬ 
cated  In  Niagara  County,  N.Y.,  to  the 
plantslte  of  Gerber  Products  Co.,  located 
at  Skyland,  N.C. 

Note. — Common  control  may  be  Involved. 
If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary,  the  appli¬ 
cant  requests  It  be  held  at  Detroit,  Mich., 
or  Tampa.  Fla. 

No.  MC  30844  (Sub-No.  577) ,  filed  Jan¬ 
uary  31,  1977.  Applicant:  KROBLIN 
REFRIGERATED  XPRESS,  INC.,  2125 
Commercial  Street.  Waterloo,  Iowa 
50702.  Applicant’s  representative:  John 
P.  Rhodes  (same  address  as  applicant). 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  ir¬ 
regular  routes,  transporting:  Frozen 
potato  products,  from  Minneapolis,  St. 
PauL  Minn.,  to  points  in  Alabama,  Ar¬ 
kansas,  Florida.  Georgia,  Kansas,  Louis¬ 
iana,  Mississippi.  Missouri.  North  Caro¬ 
lina,  OklahcHna,  South  Carolina,  Tennes¬ 
see  and  Texas,  restricted  to  shipments 
originating  at  the  plantslte  and  facilities 
<rf  Northern  Star  located  in  Minneapolis- 
St.  Paul,  Minn. 

Note. — (Tommon  control  may  be  involved. 
If  a  bearing  to  deemed  neceasary.  tlie  appli¬ 
cant  requests  It  be  held  at  Minneapolis- St. 
Paul,  Minn. 

No.  MC  36556  (Sub-No.  38),  filed  Feb¬ 
ruary  7,  1977.  Applicant:  BLACKMON 
TRUCKING,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  186,  Somers, 
Wls.  53171.  Applicant’s  representative: 
Fred  H.  Figge  (same  address  as  appli¬ 
cant).  Authority  sought  to  opierate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  (1)  Ani¬ 
mal  and  poultry  feeds,  animal  and  poul¬ 
try  feed  ingredients,  animal  and  poultry 
health  aids  (except  in  bulk,  in  tank  ve¬ 
hicles)  ;  (2)  materials,  equipment  arid 
supplies  used  or  useful  in  the  preparation 
and/or  sale  of  animal  poultry  feeds,  ani¬ 
mal  and  poultry  feed  ingredients,  and 
animal  h^th  aids  (except  in  bulk,  in 
tank  vehicles),  and  (3)  feed  ingredients 
exempt  from  economic  regulations  as 
provided  in  Section  203(b)  (6)  of  the  In¬ 
terstate  Commerce  Act  when  trans- 


FEDERAL  REGISTER,  VOL.  42,  NO.  57 — THURSDAY,  MARCH  24,  1977 


1(50.32 


NOTICES 


ix>rted  in  mixed  shipments  with  the 
commodities  named  In  (1)  atnd  (3) 
above,  between  the  plantsite  and  ware¬ 
house  facilities  of  Murphy  Products 
Company,  Inc.  located  at  Burlington, 
Wis.,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
points  in  Illinois,  Indiana  and  Ohio. 

Note. — II  a  hearing  te  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  either 
Chicago,  Ill.  or  Milwaukee,  Wls. 

No.  MC  45736  (Sub-No.  53).  filed  Feb¬ 
ruary  3,  1977.  Applicant:  GUIGNAPtD 
FREIGHT  LINES,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  26067, 
Charlotte,  N.C.  28213.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Edward  G.  Villalon,  1032 
Pennsylvania  Building,  Pennsylvania 
Ave.  &  13th  St.,  N.W.,  Washington,  D.C. 
20004.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Foodstuffs 
and  such  other  commodities  as  are  dealt 
in  by  v/hplesale  and  retail  chain  and 
grocery  houses,  and  in  connection  there¬ 
with,  equipment,'  materials  and  supplies 
used  in  the  conduct  of  such  business,  be¬ 
tween  the  facilities  of  Savannah  Poods 
ti  Industries,  Inc.,  and  Transales  Cor¬ 
poration,  located  in  Chatham  County, 
Ga.,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
points  in  Gallia,  Jackson.  Lawrence,  Pike 
and  Scioto  Counties,  Ohio  and  Boyd, 
Cabell  and  Wayne  Counties,  W.  Va. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  that  It  be  held  at 
either  Washington,  D.C.,  or  Charlotte,  N.C. 

No.  MC  46737  (Sub-No.  51),  filed  Feb¬ 
ruary  10,  1977,  Applicant:  GEO.  A.  AL¬ 
GER  COMPANY,  a  Corporation,  26380 
Van  Bom  Road,  Dearborn  Heights,  Mich. 
48125.  Applicant’s  representative:  Mar¬ 
tin  J.  Leavitt,  22375  Haggerty  Road, 
Northville,  Mich.  48167.  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Sand,  from  Rock  wood,  Mich.,  to 
points  in  Illinois,  Indiana,  Iowa,  Min¬ 
nesota,  Pennsylvania,  West  Virginia  and 
Wisconsin. 

Note. — Common  control  may  be  involved. 
If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary,  the  ap¬ 
plicant  requests  It  be  held  at  either  Detroit, 
Mich,  or  Chicago,  Ill. 

No.  MC  47583  (Sub-No.  41),  filed  Feb¬ 
ruary  4,  1977.  Applicant:  TOLLIE 

FREIGH'TWAYS,  INC.,  1020  SlUishine 
Road,  Kansas  City,  Kans.  66118.  Amili- 
cant’s  representative:  D.  S.  Hults,  P.O. 
Box  225,  Lawrence,  Kans.  66044.  Author¬ 
ity  sought  to  operate  as  a  common  car¬ 
rier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Paper  and  paper 
products,  from  the  plantsite  and  storage 
facilities  of  Packaging  Corporation  of 
America  located  at  or  near  Abilene,  Tex., 
to  Wichita,  Kans. 

Note. — Common  contnd  may  be  Involved. 
If  a  bearing  Is  deemed  necessary,  the  appli¬ 
cant  requests  it  be  held  at  Kansas  City, 
Kans. 

No.  MC  47583  (Sub-No.  42) ,  filed  Feb¬ 
ruary  4,  1977,  Applicant:  TOLLIE 

FREIGHTWAYS,  INC.,  1020  Sunshine 
Road,  Kansas  City,  Kans.  66118.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  D.  S.  Hulte,  P.O. 
Box  225,  Lawrence,  Kans.  66044.  Au¬ 


thority  soutdit  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  (1)  CeUulose  insu¬ 
lation,  in  bags,  hHowing  machines  and 
reptacement  parts  and  supplies  for  blow¬ 
ing  machines,  from  the  plantsite  and 
storage  facilities  of  General  Fiber  Cor¬ 
poration  located  at  or  near  Commerce 
CTity,  Colo.,  to  points  In  Arizona,  Idaho, 
Kansas,  Montana,  Nebraska,  New  Mex¬ 
ico,  Oklahoma,  South  Dakota,  Texas, 
Utah  and  Wyoming;  and  (2)  materials, 
equipment  and  supplies  used  in  the 
manufacture  and  distribution  of  cellulose 
insulation  (except  commodities  in  bulk) , 
from  points  In  Arizona,  Idaho,  Kansas, 
Montana,  Nebraska,  New  Mexico,  Okla- 
hofiia.  South  Dakota,  Texas,  Utah  and 
Wyoming,  to  the  plantsite  and  storage 
facilities  of  General  Fiber  Corporation 
located  at  or  near  Commerce  CJity,  Colo. 

Note. — Common  control  may  be  Involved. 
If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  nece&sary,  the  appli¬ 
cant  requests  it  be  held  at  Kansas  City, 
Kans. 

No.  MC  51004  (Sub-No.  7),  filed  Feb¬ 
ruary  9,  1977.  Applicant:  PAUL  H. 
LISKEY,  R.F.D.  No.  1,  KeameysvlUe, 
W.  Va.  25430,  Applicant’s  representative: 
Daniel  B.  Johnson,  1123  Munsey  Bldg., 
1329  E.  Street,  N.W.,  Washington.  D.C. 
20004.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
Irregular  routes,  transporting:  Liquid 
fertilizer  and  fertilizer  ingredients,  (1) 
from  Baltimore,  Md..  to  points  in  Mary¬ 
land,  points  in  Berkeley,  Hardy,  Hamp¬ 
shire,  Jefferson  and  Morgan  Counties,  W. 
Va.,  points  in  Augusta,  Clarke,  Fauquier, 
Frederick,  Loudoun,  Page,  Rockingham, 
Shenandoah,  and  Warren  Counties,  Va., 
points  In  Adams,  Franklin,  and  York 
Counties,  Pa.,  and  the  District  of  Colum¬ 
bia;  (2)  from  Mt.  Jackson,  Va.,  to  points 
in  CJarroll,  Frederick,  Howard,  Mont¬ 
gomery,  and  Washington  Counties,  Md., 
points  in  Berkeley,  Hamr>shlre,  Hardy, 
Jefferson,  and  Morgan  Coimtles,  W.  Va.. 
points  in  Adams.  PYanklin,  and  York 
Coimties,  Pa.,  and  the  District  of  Colum¬ 
bia;  and  (3)  from  Ranson,  W.  Va.  to 
points  in  Maryland,  points  in  Adams, 
Franklin,  and  York  Counties,  Pa.,  points 
in  Augusta,  Clarke.  Fauquier,  Frederick, 
Loudoim,  Page.  Rockingham,  Shenan¬ 
doah,  and  Warren  Coimties,  Va.;  and  the 
District  of  Columbia. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C. 

No.  MC  52460  (Sub-No.  192),  filed 
February  4,  1977.  Applicant:  ELLEX 
TRANSPORTATTON,  INC.,  1420  West 
35th  Street,  P.O.  Box  9637,  Tulsa,  Okla. 
74107.  Applicant’s  representative:  Wil¬ 
burn  L.  Williamson,  280  National  Foun¬ 
dation  Life  Bldg.,  3535  N.W.  58th  St., 
Oklahoma  City,  Okla.  73112.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Unfrozen  canned  goods, 
from  Belledeau  and  St.  FrancisvlUe,  La., 
to  points  in  Alabama,  Arkansas,  Georgia, 
Kansas,  Kentucky,  Mississippi,  Missouri, 
Nebraska,  North  Carolina,  Oklahoma, 
South  (Carolina,  Tennessee  and  Texas. 


Note. — If  a  bearing  U  deemed  neceesary, 
the  applicant  requesta  it  be  held  at  Chicago, 
ni. 

No.  MC  52709  (Sub-No.  341),  filed 
February  4,  1977.  Applicant:  RINGSBY 
TRUCK  LINES,  INC.,  3980  Quebec  Street, 
P.O.  Box  7240,  Denver,  Colo.  80207.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  representative:  Robert  P.  Tyler 
(same  address  as  applicant).  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  (1)  Frozen  foods;  and  (2) 
potato  products,  not  frozen,  when  mov¬ 
ing  in  the  same  vehicle  with  frozen  foods, 
from  points  in  Adams  and  Grant  Coun¬ 
ties,  Wash.,  to  points  in  Colorado,  Illi¬ 
nois,  Indiana,  Iowa,  Kansas,  Michigan, 
Minnesota,  Missouri,  Montana,  Nebraska. 
North  bakota,  Ohio,  South  Dokata  and 
Wisconsin. 

Note.— Common  control  may  be  Involved. 
If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary,  the  appli¬ 
cant  requests  that  It  be  held  at  either  Seat¬ 
tle,  Wash,  or  Denver,  Colo. 

No.  MC  58035  (Sub-No.  12),  filed 
February  7,  1977.  Applicant:  TRANS¬ 
WESTERN  EXPRESS,  LTD.,  a  Corpora¬ 
tion,  48  East  56th  Avenue,  Denver,  Colo. 
80216.  Applicant’s  representative:  Charles 
J.  Kimball,  350  Capitol  Life  Onter,  1600 
Sherman  Street.  Denver,  Colo,  80203.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  (1)  Electric  house¬ 
hold  appliances  and  equipment;  kitchen 
and  bathroom  appliances  and  equipment; 
oral  hygiene  appliances  and  equipment; 
hydro  therapy  equipment;  sink  and 
shower  fixtures;  smoke  alarms;  food 
processing  machines;  and  filters,  from 
the  plantsites  and  storage  facilities  of 
Teledyne  Water  Plk,  located  at  points  in 
Larimer  County,  Colo.,  to  points  in  Ala¬ 
bama,  Arkansas,  Grorgia,  Kentucky, 
Louisiana,  Mississippi,  Oklahoma,  1’en- 
nessee  and  Texas;  and  (2)  materials, 
equipment  and  supplies  used  in  the 
manufacturer  and  distribution  of  the 
emnmodities  named  in  (1)  above,  fnxn 
points  in  the  destination  points  named  in 
(1)  above,  to  the  plantsites  and  storage 
facilities  of  'TeledsTie  Water  Plk,  located 
at  points  in  Larimer  Coimty,  Colo. 

Note. — Applicant  has  contract  carrier  au¬ 
thority  pending  In  MC-142355  (Sub-Nos.  3 
thru  4).  therefore  dual  operations  may  be 
Involved.  If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  neceesary, 
the  applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  Denver, 
Colo. 

No.  MC  58035  (Sub-No.  13),  filed  Feb¬ 
ruary  7,  1977.  Ai^licant:  TRANS- 

WES'TERN  EXPRESS,  LTD.,  48  East 
56th  Avenue,  Denver,  Colo.  80216.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative;  Charles  J.  Klm- 
baU,  350  Capitol  Life  Center,  1600  Sher¬ 
man  Street,  Denver,  Colo.  80203.  Author¬ 
ity  sought  to  operate  as  a  common  car¬ 
rier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  (1)  Electric  house¬ 
hold  appliances  and  equipment;  kitchen 
and  bathroom  appliances  and  equip¬ 
ment;  oral  hygiene  appliances  and 
equipment;  hydro  therapy  equipment; 
sink  and  shower  fixtures;  smoke  ^arms; 
food  processing  machines;  and  filters, 
from  the  plantsites  and  storage  facili¬ 
ties  of  Teledyne  Water  Plk,  located  at 
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points  In  Larimer  County,  Colo.,  to 
points  in  Illinois,  Indiana,  Iowa,  ICansas. 
Missouri,  Nebraska  and  Wisconsin;  and 
(2)  materials,  equipment  and  supplies 
us^  in  the  manufacture  and  distribution 
of  the  commodities  named  in  (1)  above, 
from  the  destination  points  named  In 
(1)  above,  to  the  plantsites  and  storage 
facilities  of  Teledyne  Water  Pik,  located 
at  points  in  Larimer  County,  Colo.;  (3) 
plastic  granules  and  related  materials 
and  supplies  (except  commodities  in 
bulk),  from  points  in  Larimer  County, 
Colo.,  to  Salt  Lake  City.  Utah,  and  points 
in  its  commercial  zone;  and  (4)  plastic 
handles  and  related  materials  and  sup¬ 
plies  (except  in  bxilk),  from  Salt  Lake 
City,  Utah  and  its  commercial  zone,  to 
points  in  Larimer  Coimty,  Colo. 

Nora. — Applicant  has  contract  carrier 
pending  In  MC-1 42355  (Sub-Nos.  2  thru  4). 
therefor®  dual  operations  may  be  Involved. 
If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary,  the  appli¬ 
cant  requests  it  be  held  at  Denver.  Ck>lo. 

No.  MC  59640  (Sub-No.  51) ,  filed  Feb¬ 
ruary  10,  1977.  Applicant:  PAULS 

TRUCKINQ  CORPORATION,  Ihree 
Commerce  Drive,  Cranford,  N.J.  07106. 
Applicant’s  representative:  Charles  J. 
Williams,  1815  Front  Street,  Scotch 
Plains,  NJ.  07076.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  contract  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  Irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Health  care  products  and  surgical 
and  hospital  supplies,  materials,  and 
equipment  (except  commodities  in  bulk) , 
(1)  between  Billerica,  Mass.,  and  Pltz- 
willlam.  N.H.;  (2)  between  Murray  Hill, 
NJ.,  and  Itasca,  HI.;  and  (3)  between 
Covington,  Oa.,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on 
the  other,  Itasca,  Ill.;  Columbus,  Miss.; 
and  Murray  Hill,  NJ.,  all  the  above  un¬ 
der  a  continuing  contract,  or  contracts, 
with  C.  R.  Bard,  Inc. 

Non. — It  ■  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  that  It  be  held  at 
either  New  York.  N.T.  or  Newark,  N.J. 

No.  MC  59957  (Sub-No.  49) ,  filed  Feb¬ 
ruary  9.  1977.  Applicant:  MOTOR 

FREIGHT  EXPRESS,  a  Corporation, 
Arsenal  Road  and  Toronita  Street,  York, 
Pa.  17402.  Applicant’s  representative: 
Walter  M.  F.  Neugebauer  (same  address 
as  applicant) .  Authority  sought  to  oper¬ 
ate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  ve¬ 
hicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Containers,  sheet  steel,  cans  and  can 
ends:  Serving  the  plant  site  of  Borden, 
Inc.,  located  at  or  near  Lyons,  N.T.,  as 
an  off -route  point  in  connectiim  with 
applicant’s  presently  held  regular  route 
authority. 

Non. — Ck>mmon  control  may  be  involved. 
If  a  hearing  la  deemed  neceesary,  the  appli¬ 
cant  requests  It  be  held  at  either  C<^umbu« 
Ohio  or  Washington,  D.C. 

No.  MC  60066  (Sub-No.  11) ,  filed  Feb¬ 
ruary  9,  1977.  Applicant:  BEE  LINE 
MO’TOR  FREIGHT,  INC.,  1804  Paul 
Street,  Omaha,  Nebr.  68102.  Applicant’s 
representative:  Donald  L.  Stem,  530  Uni- 
vac  Building,  7100  West  Center  Road, 
Omaha,  Nebr.  68106.  Authority  sought 
to  (qjerate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  regular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  General  commodities  (except  artl- 
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cles  of  unusual  value,  dangerous  explo¬ 
sives,  household  goods,  and  commodities 
in  bulk) .  from  Scottsbluff,  Nebr.  to 
Bridgepoi^  Nebr.:  Prom  Scottsbluff  over 
U.S.  Highway  26  to  Bridgeport,  serving 
Baynard,  Nebr.  as  an  intermediate  point 
and  Mitchell,  Nebr.  as  an  off-route  point. 

Non. — If  a  bearing  la  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  Scotts¬ 
bluff,  Nebr. 

No.  MC  61440  (Sub-No.  158) ,  filed  Feb¬ 
ruary  9,  1977.  Applicant:  LEE  WAY 
MOTOR  FREIGHT,  INC.,  3000  West 
Reno,  Oklahoma  City,  Okla.  73108.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  representative:  Richard  H. 
Champlin,  P.O.  Box  82488,  Oklahoma 
City,  Okla.  73108.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  regular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  General  commodities  (except  those 
of  unusual  value.  Classes  A  and  B  explo¬ 
sives,  household  goods  as  defined  by  the 
CTbmmission,  ctHnmodities  in  bulk,  and 
those  requiring  special  equipment) ,  serv¬ 
ing  the  plantsite  of  Eagle-Plcher  Indus¬ 
tries,  Inc.,  located  at  or  near  Seneca, 
Mo.  as  an  off-route  point  in  connection 
with  carrier’s  authorized  regular  route 
operations. 

Note. — Conunon  control  may  be  Involved. 
If  s  hearing  Is  deemed  necesary,  the  appli¬ 
cant  requests  It  be  held  at  either  Oklahoma 
City,  Okla.  or  Kansas  City,  Mo. 

No.  MC  66886  (Sub-No.  52) ,  filed  Feb¬ 
ruary  7,  1977.  Applicant;  BELGER  CAR¬ 
TAGE  SERVICTE.  INC.,  2100  Walnut 
Street,  Kansas  City,  Mo.  64108.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  Frank  W.  Taylor, 
Jr.,  Suite  600,  1221  Baltimore  Avenue, 
Kansas  City,  Mo.  64105.  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  Irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Self-propelled  construction  equip¬ 
ment  weighing  15,000  pounds  or  more, 
and  parts  and  attachments  for  such  com¬ 
modities,  from  Waverly,  Iowa,  to  points 
in  the  United  States  (except  Alaska  and 
Hawaii) ,  restricted  to  the  transportation 
of  shipments  originating  at  the  facilities 
of  the  Bantam  Division  of  Koehring,  Inc., 
located  at  Waverly,  Iowa. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necesiiary, 
applicant  requeets  It  be  held  at  Dee  Moines. 
Iowa. 

No.  MC  71459  (Sub-No.  62),  filed  Jan¬ 
uary  31,  1977.  Applicant:  OJI.C. 

FREIGHT  SYSTEMS,  a  Corporation, 
P.O.  Box  10280,  Palto  Alto,  Calif.  94303. 
Applicant’s  representative:  Roland  Rice, 
501  Perpetual  Building,  'Washington, 
D.C.  20004.  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  regular  routes,  transporting:  Gen¬ 
eral  commodities  (except  those  of  un¬ 
usual  value.  Classes  A  and  B  explosives, 
household  goods  as  defined  by  the  Com¬ 
mission.  commodities  In  bulk,  and  those 
requiring  special  equipment) :  Between 
Yuma,  Arlz..  and  Quartzsite,  Ariz.,  as  an 
alternate  route  for  (H>erating  convenience 
only  serving  no  intermediate  points; 
From  Yuma  over  UJS.  Highway  95  to 
Quartzsite  and  return  over  the  same 
route,  for  purposes  of  Joinder  only. 

NoTx. — Ckiminon  control  may  be  Involved, 
if  a  hearing  U  deemed  necessary,  applicant 
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Taquests  that  tt  be  held  at  San  Frandaoo. 
Calif.,  or  Washington,  D.C. 

No.  MC  73165  (Sub-No.  399) .  filed  Feb¬ 
ruary  7,  1977.  Applicant:  EAGLE 

MOTOR  LINES,  INC,  P.O.  Box  11086, 
830  North  33rd  Street,  Birmingham.  Ala. 
35202.  Applicant’s  representative:  Wil¬ 
liam  P.  Parker  (same  address  as  appli¬ 
cant)  .  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  (1)  (a) 
Fans,  fanwheels,  and  pollution  control 
equipment,  from  the  plantsites.  ware¬ 
houses  and  storage  facilities  utilized  by 
Barron  Industries.  Inc.,  and  its  subsidi¬ 
aries,  located  at  Leeds  and  Anniston. 
Ala.,  to  points  in  and  east  of  Arizona, 
Montana,  Utah,  and  Wyoming,  and  (b) 
from  points  in  Alabama,  to  points  in  and 
east  of  Arizona.  Montana,  Utah  and  Wy¬ 
oming;  and  (2)  fans,  fanwheels.  and 
equipment,  materials  and  supplies  used 
in  the  manufacture  of  the  commodities 
named  in  (1)  above,  from  points  in  and 
east  of  Arizona.  Montana.  Utah,  and  Wy¬ 
oming,  to  the  origin  points  named  in 
(1)  (a)  and  (b)  above. 

Note. — If  a  bearing  U  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  M  be  held  either  Bir¬ 
mingham,  Ala.  or  Atlanta,  Oa. 

No.  MC  100666  (Sub-No.  341),  filed 
February  10,  1977.  Applicant:  MEL’TON 
TRUCK  LINES,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  7666, 
Shreveport.  La.  71107.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative;  Wilburn  L.  Williamson,  280 
National  Foundation  Life  Bldg.,  3535 
N.W.  58th  St.,  Oklahoma  City,  Okla. 
73112.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  (1)  Cop¬ 
per  and  brass  tubing,  and  articles  made 
of  nonferrous  metals,  from  Wynne,  Ark., 
and  F^askl,  Tenn.,  to  points  in  the 
United  States  in  and  east  of  Colorado. 
Nebraska,  North  Dakota,  Oklahoma. 
South  Dakota  and  Texas;  and  (2)  scrap 
copper,  from  points  in  the  United  States 
in  and  east  of  Colorado,  Nebraska,  North 
Dakota.  Oklahoma,  South  Dakota,  and 
Texas,  to  Wynne,  Ark.,  and  Pula.skl, 
Tenn. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  Nashville, 
Tenn. 

No.  MC  103191  (Sub-No.  51) .  filed  Feb¬ 
ruary  3.  1977.  Applicant:  ’THE  GEO.  A. 
RHEMAN  CO..  INC.,  2019  Elgin  Street, 
P.O.  Box  2095,  Station  A  Charlestcm, 
S.C.  29403.  Applicant’s  representative: 
Harris  O.  Andrews,  P.O.  Box  4259. 
Greenville.  S.C.  29608.  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  Irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Helium,  in  bulk,  from  points  in 
Berkeley  and  Charieston  Counties,  S.C.. 
to  points  in  Georgia,  North  Carolina, 
South  Carolina,  and  Virginia. 

Note. — Ckimcnon  control  may  be  Involved. 
If  a  hearing  la  deemed  necessary,  appUcant 
requests  It  be  held  at  either  Columbia,  8.C. 
or  Charlotte,  N.C. 

No.  MC  105813  (Sub-No.  221).  filed 
February  2,  1977.  Applicant:  BELPORD 
TRUCKINO  CO..  INC..  1759  HW.  18th 
Street.  P.O.  Box  1936.  Ocala.  Fla.  32670. 
Api^lcant’s  representative:'  AnMId  I* 
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Burke,  180  North  LaSalle  Street,  Chi¬ 
cago,  ni.  60601.  AuthCMitjr  soueht  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
v^icle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Foodstuffs,  In  containers  (except  in 
bulk,  in  iATtk  vehicles),  and  advertisinff 
matter,  display  racks  and  premiums, 
when  in  the  same  vehicle  with  foodstuffs, 
fnun  the  facilities  of  American  Home 
Foods,  Division  of  American  Home  Prod¬ 
ucts  Corporation,  located  at  or  near 
Milton,  Pa.,  to  points  in  Florida,  (Georgia, 
North  Carolina  and  South  Carolina,  re¬ 
stricted  to  traffic  originating  at  the  above 
described  facilities. 

Note. — Common  control  may  be  involved. 
If  a  hearing  la  deemed  necessary,  applicant 
requests  It  be  held  at  New  York,  N.Y. 

No.  MC  106775  (Sub-No.  42) ,  ffled  Feb¬ 
ruary  3, 1977.  Applicant:  ATLAS  TOUCK 
LINE,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  9848,  761  San  Ja¬ 
cinto  Bldg.,  Houston,  Tex.  77015.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  William  D.  White, 
Jr.,  2505  Republic  Bank  Tower,  Dallas, 
Tex.  75201.  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting:  (1) 
Machinery,  equipment,  materials  and 
supplies  used  in,  or  in  crainectlon  with, 
the  discovery,  develf^ment,  production, 
refining,  manufacture,  processing,  stor¬ 
age,  transmission,  and  distribution  of 
natural  gas  and  petroleum  and  their 
products  and  by-products,  and  machin¬ 
ery,  materials,  equipment  and  supplies 
used  in,  or  in  connection  with  the  con- 
iBtruction,  operaticm,  repair,  servicing, 
gnalntenance  and  dismantling  of  pipe 
tines,  including  the  stringing  and  picking 
(UP  thereof;  and  (2)  earth  drilling  ma¬ 
chinery  and  equipment,  and  machinery, 
equipment,  materials,  supplies  and  pipe 
Incidental  to,  used  in,  or  in  connection 
with  (a)  the  transportation,  instcdlation, 
removal,  operation,  repair,  servicing, 
maintenance,  and  dismantling  of  drill¬ 
ing  machinery  and  equipment,  (b)  the 
completion  of  holes  (h*  well  drilled,  (c) 
the  production,  storage,  and  transmission 
ot  commodities  resulting  from  drilling 
operatiCHis  at  well  or  hole  sites  and;  (d) 
the  Injection  or  r^oval  of  commodities 
into  or  from  holes  cht  wells,  between 
points  in  Connecticut,  Delaware,  Florida, 
Georgia,  Maine,  Maryland.  Massachu¬ 
setts,  New  Hampshire,  New  Jersey,  New 
York,  North  Carolina,  Rhode  island. 
South  Carolina,  and  Virginia,  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in  the 
United  States,  including  Alaska  but  ex¬ 
cluding  Hawaii. 

Note. — Common  control  may  be  Involved. 
If  a  bearing  Is  deemed  neoessary,  the  appli¬ 
cant  requests  It  be  held  at  either  Houston, 
Tex.,  Tulsa,  Okla.,  San  Ftanclsco,  Calif.,  St. 
Louis,  Mo.,  or  Pittsburgh,  Pa. 

No.  MC  107403  (Sub-No.  1001),  filed 
February  9,  1977.  AiH>llcant:  MATLACK, 
INC.,  Ten  West  Baltimore  Avenue,  Lans- 
downe.  Pa.  19050.  Applicant’s  representa¬ 
tive:  Martin  C.  Hynes,  Jr.  (same  address 
as  applicant).  Authority  sought  to  op¬ 
erate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motcu*  ve¬ 
hicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Activated  carbon,  in  bulk,  in  tank  v^- 
cles,  fitun  Catlettsburg,  Ky.;  Neville  Is¬ 
land,  Pa.;  and  Bayport,  Tex.,  to  points  in 
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the  United  States  (except  Alaska  and 
Hawaii). 

Note. — Common  control  may  be  Involved. 
If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  neoessary,  the  ap¬ 
plicant  requests  that  It  be  held  at  Washing¬ 
ton,  D.C. 

No.  MC  107515  (Sub-No.  1054),  filed 
February  11,  1977.  Ai^cant:  REFRIO- 
ERA’TED  TRANSPORT  CO.,  INC.,  P.O. 
Box  308,  Forest  PaiiE,  Qa.  30050.  Apidl- 
cant’s  representative:  Alan  E.  Serby,  3379 
Peachtree  Road.  N.E..  Suite  375,  Atlanta, 
Ga.  30326.  Authority  sought  to  (H>erate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  v^cle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Meats,  meat  products  and  meat  by-prod¬ 
ucts,  from  the  i^antsite  and  storage  fa¬ 
cilities  of  Dixie  Packers,  Inc.,  located  at 
or  near  Madison,  Fla.,  to  points  in  New 
Mexico. 

Note. — Applicant  holds  contract  carrier  au¬ 
thority  in  NO.  MC  126430  (Sub-No.  2) ;  there¬ 
fore  dual  operations  may  be  Involv^  If  a 
bearing  Is  deemed  necessary,  the  appUcant 
requests  that  It  be  held  at  either  Tallahassee 
or  JacksonvUle,  Fla. 

No.  MC  108449  (Sub-No.  398),  filed 
January  31,  1977.  AivUcant:  INDIAN- 
HEAD  TRUCK  LINE.  INC.,  1947  West 
County  Road  C.  St.  Paul,  Minn.  55113. 
Applicant’s  representative:  W.  A.  Myl- 
lenbeck  (same  address  as  applicant) .  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  v^icle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Fly  ash,  in  bulk, 
fnun  Lansing,  Iowa,  to  points  in  Illinois, 
Minnesota,  and  Wisconsin. 

Note. — ^If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  either  St. 
Paul.  Minn,  or  Chicago,  Ill. 

No.  MC  109136  (Sub-No.  46),  filed 
February  4,  1977.  Applicant:  O^OLE 
CHEMICAL  CARRIERS,  INC.,  1740  E. 
Joppa  Road,  Suite  303,  Baltimore,  Md. 
21234.  Applicant’s  representative:  Max¬ 
well  A.  Howell.  1100  investment  Bldg., 
1511  K  St..  N.W.,  Washington,  D.C.  20005. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  contract 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  Irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Liquid  silicate  of 
soda,  in  Inilk,  from  Jersey  City,  N.J.,  to 
points  in  Maine,  Massachusetts,  New 
Hampshire  and  Rhode  Island,  under  a 
continuing  cMitract,  or  contracts,  with 
Diamond  Shamrock  Corporati<m  located 
at  Cleveland,  Ohio. 

Note. — ^If  s  hecwlng  Is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  Wash- 
Ingrton,  D.C. 

No.  MC  109821  (Sub-No.  50) ,  filed  Feb¬ 
ruary  4,  1977.  Aw>licant:  H.  W.  TAYN- 
TON  COMPANY,  INC.,  40  Main  Street. 
Wellsboro,  Pa.  16901.  Ai^licant’s  r^re- 
sentative:  Dewey  T.  Whltford  (same 
address  as  applicant).  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  Irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Salt  and  salt  products  (except  in 
bulk) ,  fiXHn  Watkins  Glen,  N.Y.,  to 
ixiints  in  Kentucky  and  West  Virginia. 

Note. — Common  control  may  be  involved. 
If  a  bearing  Is  deemed  necessary,  the  appli¬ 
cant  requesta  It  be  held  at  either  Philadel¬ 
phia,  Pa.  or  New  York,  N.Y. 

No.  MC  110393  (Sub-No.  33) ,  filed  Feb¬ 
ruary  2.  1977.  Applicant:  GEM  TRANS¬ 


PORT,  INC.,  1559  E.  10th  Street,  Jeffer- 
s<mvllle,  Ind.  47130.  AiH>llcant’s  r^re- 
sentative:  Rudy  Yessin,  314  Wilkinson 
Street,  Frankfort,  Ky.  40601.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  contract  carrier, 
by  motor  v^icle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Frozen  prepared  foods. 
fr<xn  Fairm<mt,  Minn.,  and  Fktu  Claire. 
Wis.,  to  points  in  Alab^a,  Coimecticut, 
Delaware,  Florida,  Georgia,  Illinois.  In¬ 
diana,  Kentucky,  Louisiana.  Maine, 
Maryland,  Massachusetts.  Mississippi, 
New  Hampshire,  New  Jersey,  New  York, 
North  Carolina,  Ohio,  Pennsylvania, 
Rhode  Island,  South  Carolina,  Tennes¬ 
see,  Virginia,  West  Virginia  and  the  Dis¬ 
trict  of  Columbia,  under  contract  with 
Armour  Food  Ccunpany,  restricted  to 
shipments  originating  at  Fairmcmt, 
Minn.,  fCH*  partial  loading,  and  to  c<xn- 
plete  loading  of  frozen  prepared  foods, 
at  Eau  Claire,  Wis.,  to  the  destination 
states. 

Note. — If  »  hearing  la  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requesta  It  be  held  at  Phoenix,  Arlz. 

No.  MC  110420  (Sub-No.  765),  filed 
February  9,  1977.  Applicant:  QUALITY 
CARRIERS.  INC.,  P.O.  Box  186,  Pleasant 
Prairie.  Wis.  53158.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  J(^  R.  Sims,  Jr.,  915  Penn¬ 
sylvania  Bldg.,  425— 13th  Street,  N.W., 
Washington,  D.C.  20004.  Authority 
sought  to  (H>erate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  Irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Can  liner  varnish,  enamel 
paint  and  necker  danger  lubricants.  In 
bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  frcun  the  plantslte 
of  the  Midland  Division  of  the  Dexter 
Corporation,  located  at  or  near  Birming¬ 
ham,  Ala.,  to  points  in  Alabama,  Arkan¬ 
sas,  FlCHdda,  Georgia,  Louisiana,  Mary¬ 
land,  Mississh>pl,  North  Carolina,  Okla¬ 
homa.  South  Carolina,  Tennessee,  Texas 
and  Virginia. 

Note. — Common  control  may  be  Involved. 
If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary,  the  appli¬ 
cant  requests  It  be  held  at  either  Chicago,  lU. 
or  Birmingham.  Ala. 

No.  MC  111545  (Sub-No.  235),  filed 
February  7,  1977.  Applicant:  HOME 
TRANSPORTATION  COMPANY,  INC., 
P.O.  Box  6426,  Staticm  A,  Marietta,  Ga. 
30065.  Applicant’s  representative:  Rob¬ 
ert  E.  Bom  (same  address  as  applicant) . 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  ir¬ 
regular  routes,  transporting;  (1)  Trail¬ 
ers  designed  to  be  drawn  by  passenger 
aut<»nbbiles,  and  (2)  buildings,  in  sec¬ 
tions,  from  Clarksville,  T^n.,  to  points 
in  the  United  States  in  and  east  of  Ar¬ 
kansas,  Illinois.  Louisiana  and  Missouri 
(except  points  in  Tennessee) . 

Note. — ^If  n  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Nashville, 
Tenn. 

No,  MC  113678  (Sub-No.  649 >.  filed 
January  31,  1977.  Applicant:  CURTIS. 
INC.,  4810  Pontiac  Street,  Commerce 
City,  (Denver),  Colo.  80022.  Applicant’s 
representative:  Richard  A.  Peterson, 
P.O.  Box  81849,  Llnccdn,  Nebr.  68501.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  cfxnmm 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  General  commodi¬ 
ties  (exc^t  those  of  unusual  value. 
Classes  A  and  B  explosives,  and  those  re- 
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qulring  special  equipment) ,  (1)  from  the 
facilities  of  ABC-Trans  National  Trans¬ 
port.  Inc.,  located  at  Chicago,  HI.,  and 
points  in  its  Commercial  Zone,  to  points 
in  Texas;  and  (2)  between  points  in 
California,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the 
other,  points  in  Texas,  which  are  at  the 
time  moving  on  bills  of  lading  of  freight 
forwarders. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  either 
New  York.  N.Y,  or  Washington.  D.C. 

No,  MC  113678  (Sub-No.  650),  filed 
January  31,  1977.  Applicant:  CURTIS, 
INC.,  4810  Pontiac  Street.  Commerce 
City  (Denver),  Colo.  80022.  Applicant’s 
representative:  Richard  A.  Peterson, 
P.O.  Box  81849,  Lincoln,  Neb.  68501. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
Irregular  routes,  transporting:  Food- 
stuffs  (except  commodities  in  bulk), 
from  the  plantsite  of  Mid-Continent 
Underground  Storage,  located  at  or  near 
Kansas  City,  Kans.,  to  Little  Rock,  Ark., 
and  points  in  Oeorgia,  Illinois,  Indiana. 
Kentucky.  Michigan,  Ohio,  Tennessee, 
Texas,  Virginia  and  West  Virginia. 

Note. — If  a  bearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Cincin¬ 
nati,  Ohio. 

No.  MC  113678  (Sub-No.  653),  filed 
February  7,  1977.  Applicant:  CURTIS. 
INC.,  4810  Pontiac  Street,  Commerce 
City  (Denver),  Colo.  80022.  Applicant’s 
representative:  Richard  A.  Peterson, 
P.O.  Box  81849,  Lincoln.  Nebr.  68501.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Mineral  micronu¬ 
trients  used  in  the  manufacturing  of 
plant  food  and  animal  foods  (except 
commodities  in  bulk),  frenn  Beckemeyer, 
HI..  Clearwater,  S.C.,  Lakeland.  Fla., 
and  Cedartown,  Balnbridge  and  Tifton, 
Oa.,  to  ixiints  in  the  United  States  (ex¬ 
cept  Alaska  and  Hawaii) . 

Note. — If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Miami. 
Fla. 

No.  MC  114045  (Sub-No.  458),  filed 
February  4,  1977.  Applicant:  ’TRANS- 
COLD  EXPRESS.  INC.,  P.O.  Box  61228, 
D/FW  Alrix>rt,  Tex.  75261.  Applicant’s 
representative:  J.  B.  Stuart  (same  ad¬ 
dress  as  applicant) .  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  Irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Spaghetti  sauce  and  prepared  foods 
and  foodstuffs,  from  Low^,  Mass.,  Del- 
ran,  N.J.  and  Pennsauken,  N.J.,  to  points 
In  Louisiana  and  ’Texas. 

Note. — (Common  control  may  be  involved. 
If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary,  the  appli¬ 
cant  requests  It  be  held  at  either  Philadel¬ 
phia,  Pa.  or  Washington,  D.C. 

No.  MC  114273  (Sub-No.  292),  filed 
February  9,  1977.  Applicant:  CRST, 
INC..  P.O.  Box  68,  Cedar  Rapids.  Iowa 
52406.  Applicant’s  representative:  Robert 
E.  KcHichar,  2720  First  Avenue  N £.,  Suite 
SIS,  Commerce  Exchange  Building,  P.O. 
Box  1943,  Cedar  Rapids,  Iowa  52406.  Au¬ 
thor!^  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregtilar 
routes,  transporting:  (1)  Cans,  fibre- 


board,  paper  and  paperboard,  straight- 
sided,  with  or  without  metal  tops  and 
bottoms;  and  (2)  printed  material,  post¬ 
ers,  magazines  asd  leaflets,  from  Oil 
City  and  Trevose,  Pa.,  to  Waterloo, 
Iowa. 

Note. — Common  control  may  be  involved. 
If  a  bearing  is  deemed  necessary,  the  appli¬ 
cant  requests  it  be  held  at  Washington.  D.C. 

No.  MC  115162  (Sub-No.  350),  filed 
February  4,  1977.  Applicant:  PCX>LE 
TRUCK  LINE,  INC.,  P.O.  Drawer  500, 
Evergreen,  Ala.  36401.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Robert  E.  Tate  (same  address 
as  applicant).  Authority  sought  to  oper¬ 
ate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehi¬ 
cle,  over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Paper  and  paper  products,  from  Palatka, 
Fla.,  to  points  in  Arkansas,  Colorado, 
Iowa,  Efansas,  Louisiana,  Minnesota, 
Mississippi,  Missouri.  Nebraska,  and 
Texas. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  either 
Jacksonville.  Fla.  or  Washington.  D.C. 

No.  MC  117883  (Sub-No.  211),  filed 
January  31,  1977.  Applicant:  SUBLER 
TRANSFER,  INC.,  100  Vista  Drive,  Ver¬ 
sailles.  Ohio  45380.  Applicant’s  represen¬ 
tative:  Edward  J.  Subler,  P.O.  Box  62. 
Versailles,  Ohio  45380.  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  Irregxilar  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Bananas  and  plantains,  from  New¬ 
port  News,  Va.,  to  points  in  Illinois.  In¬ 
diana,  Iowa,  Kansas.  Kentucky,  Mary¬ 
land.  Michigan.  Minnesota.  Missouri, 
New  Jersey,  New  York,  Ohio,  Pennsyl¬ 
vania,  Wisconsin  and  the  District  of  Co¬ 
lumbia,  restricted  to  traffic  having  a 
prior  movement  by  w’ater. 

Note. — If  a  bearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  a  consolidated  bear¬ 
ing  with  similar  applications  at  Norfolk,  Va. 

No.  MC  118806  (Sub-No.  S3),  filed 
January  25,  1977.  Applicant:  ARNOLD 
BROS.  ’TRANSPORT,  L’TD.,  851  Lagl- 
modiere  Boulevard,  Winnipeg,  Manitoba, 
Canada  R2JOT8.  Applicant’s  represen¬ 
tative:  Daniel  C.  Sullivan,  327  South  La¬ 
Salle  Street,  Chicago.  HI.  60604.  Author¬ 
ity  sought  to  (Hierate  as  a  common  car¬ 
rier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  Irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Lumber,  lumber 
products,  milhoork  and  such  commodi¬ 
ties  as  are  manufactured  or  distributed 
by  lumber  mills  and  lumber  yards,  be¬ 
tween  the  ports  of  entry  on  the  Inter¬ 
national  Boundary  Line  between  the 
United  States  and  Canada  located  in 
New  York  and  Michigan,  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in  the 
United  States  (except  Detroit,  Mich.,  and 
its  commercial  zone,  Alsuka,  and  Ha¬ 
waii)  ,  restricted  to  traffic  moving  In  for¬ 
eign  commerce.* 

Note. — If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  that  it  be  held  at 
Chicago,  HI. 

No.  MC  119079  (Sub-No.  1),  filed 
Febniary  9,  1977.  Applicant:  D.  L.  M. 
COMPANY,  INCORPORATED,  921  West 
80th  Street,  Minneapolis,  Minn.  55420. 
Applicant’s  representative:  Ear  Hack¬ 
ing.  1700  New  Brighton  Boulevard. 


Mimieapolis,  Minn.  55413.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Light-voeight  aggregate,  in 
bulk,  in  dump  vehicles,  from  points  in 
Dakoto  and  Ramsey  Counties,  Minn.,  to 
points  in  Wisconsin. 

Note. — If  a  bearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  either 
either  Minneapolis  or  St.  Paul.  Minn. 

No.  MC  119668  (Sub-No.  7).  filed 
January  17,  1977.  Applicant:  FORREST 
RATLIFF  AND  AUBURN  RATLIFF,  a 
Partnership,  doing  business  as  RATLIFF 
’TRUCKING  SERVICE.  P.O.  Box  366, 
Oakwood,  Va.  24631.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Edward  G.  Villalon,  Suite 
1032,  Pennsylvania  Building,  Pennsyl¬ 
vania  Avenue  and  13th  St.,  N.W.,  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C.  20004.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  (1)  Mining  machinery,  and  equip¬ 
ment,  and  parts  and  accessot^s,  therefor. 
from  the  plantsite  of  S&S  Corporation, 
located  at  or  near  Rlchlands,  Va.,  to 
pqints  in  Alabama,  Arkansas.  Illinois, 
Indiana.  Kentucky.  New  York,  Ohio, 
Oklahoma.  Pennsylvania,  Tennessee, 
Utah,  West  Virginia  and  Wyoming;  and 
(2)  iron  and  steel  articles,  from  points  in 
Alabama,  Illinois,  Indiana,  Kentucky 
Maryland,  Michigan,  Missouri,  New 
York,  North  Carolina.  Ohio,  Pennsyl¬ 
vania,  South  Carolina,  and  West  Vir¬ 
ginia.  to  the  storage  facilities  of  Cardinal 
Metals.  Inc.,  located  at  or  near  Rich- 
lands,  Va. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  either 
Roanoke,  Va..  or  Washington,  D.C. 

No.  MC  119789  (Sub-No.  326),  filed 
February  4.  1977.  Applicant:  CARAVAN 
REFRIGERATED  CARGO.  INC.,  P.O. 
Box  6188,  Dallas,  Tex.  75222.  Applicant’s 
representative:  James  K.  Newbold.  Jr. 
(Same  address  as  applicant).  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Foodstuffs  from  the  facili¬ 
ties  of  Mid-Continent  Underground 
Storage  located  at  Bonner  Springs. 
iCans.,  to  points  in  Louisiana  and  Texas. 

Note. — If  a  hesulng  is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  either 
Kansas  City.  Mo.  or  Dallas,  Tex. 

No.  MC  119988  (Sub-No.  103),  filed 
February  9.  1977.  Applicant:  GREAT 
WESTERN  TRUCKING  CO.,  INC.,  High¬ 
way  103  East,  P.O.  Box  1384,  Lufkin,  Tex. 
75901.  Applicant’s  representative:  Paul 
D.  Angenend,  P.O.  Box  2207,  Austin,  Tex. 
78768.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
Irregular  routes,  transporting:  Forest 
products,  lumber,  lumber  mill  products, 
flooring  and  doors,  from  Washington  to 
points  in  Arkansas.  Colorado,  Kansas, 
Louisiana.  Missouri.  Oklahoma,  Tennes¬ 
see,  and  Texas. 

Note. — Applicant  holds  contract  carrier 
authority  In  MC-140a71  and  (8ub-No.  2) 
therefore  dual  operations  may  be  Involved. 
If  a  hearing  la  deemed  necessary,  the  aj^Ul- 
cant  reqiiests  It  be  held  at  either  Dallas,  Tex., 
or  Denver,  Oedo.,  or  Washington.  D.C. 
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No.  MC  120761  (Sub-No.  19),  filed 
February  4,  1977.  Applicant:  NEWMAN 
BROS.  TRUCKING  CX>MPANY,  a  Cor¬ 
poration,  6559  Midway  Road,  Fort  Worth, 
Tex.  76118.  Applicant’s  representative: 
R.  E.  Newman  (same  address  as  appli¬ 
cant).  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  (1)  Ma¬ 
chinery,  equipment,  materials,  and  sup¬ 
plies,  used  in,  or  in  connection  with,  the 
<dscovery.  development,  production,  re¬ 
fining,  manufacture,  processing,  storage, 
transmissicm,  and  distribution  of  natural 
gas  and  petroleum  and  their  products 
and  by-products,  and  machinery,  materi¬ 
als,  equipment,  and  supplies,  used  in,  or 
in  connection  with,  the  construction,  op¬ 
eration,  repair,  servicing,  maintenance, 
and  dismantling  of  pipelines,  including 
the  stringing  and  picking  up  thereof; 
and  (2)  earth  drilling  machinery  and 
equipment,  and  machinery,  equipment, 
materials,  supplies,  and  pipe,  incidental 
to,  used  in,  or  in  connection  with,  (a)  the 
transportation,  installation,  removal,  op¬ 
eration,  repair,  servicing,  maintenance, 
and  dismantling  of  drilling  machinery 
and  equipment,  (b)  the  completion  of 
holes  or  wells  drilled,  (c)  the  production, 
storage,  and  transmissicm  of  commodi¬ 
ties  resulting  from  drilling  operations  at 
well  or  hole  sites,  and  (d)  the  injection 
or  removal  of  commodities  into  or  from 
holes  or  wells,  between  points  in  Colo¬ 
rado,  Kansas,  New  Mexico,  Oklahoma, 
Texas,  and  Wyoming,  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other,  points  in  Connecticut, 
Delaware,  Florida,  Georgia,  Maine. 
Maryland,  Massachusetts,  New  Hamp¬ 
shire.  New  Jersey,  New  York,  North  Caro¬ 
lina,  Rhode  Island,  South  Carolina,  and 
Virginia. 

Note. — It  a  hearing  Is  required,  applicant 
requests  it  be  held  at  Dallas,  or  Houston,  Tex. 

No.  MC  123233  (Sub-No.  64) ,  filed  Feb¬ 
ruary  9,  1977.  Applicant:  PROVOST 
CARTAGE  INC.,  7887  Grenache  Street, 
Ville  d’Anjou  (Que.)  Canada  H1J-1C4. 
Applicant’s  representative:  J.  P.  Ver- 
mette  (same  address  as  applicant).  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Phosphoric  acid,  in 
bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  from  the  Inter¬ 
national  Boundary  line  between  the 
United  States  and  Canada  located  at 
Hlghgate  Springs,  Vt.,  to  Jay,  Maine. 

NomE. — Common  control  may  be  Involved. 
It  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary,  the  appli¬ 
cant  requests  it  be  held  at  either  Montpelier. 
Vt.  or  Albany,  N.Y. 

No.  MC  124170  (Sub-No.  65) ,  filed  Feb¬ 
ruary  4.  1977.  Applicant:  PROSTWAYS, 
INC.,  3000  Chryder  Service  Drive,  De¬ 
troit,  Mich.  48207.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  William  J.  Boyd,  600  Enter¬ 
prise  Drive,  Suite  222,  Oak  Brook,  Ill. 
60521.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Bananas 
and  agricultural  commodities  exempt 
from  economic  regulations  when  moving 
in  mixed  shipments  with  bananas,  from 
Norfolk,  Va.,  to  points  in  Delaware, 
Georgia,  Illinois,  Indiana,  Kentucky, 
Maryland,  Michigan.  Missouri,  New  Jer¬ 


sey,  New  York,  North  Carolina,  Ohio, 
Pennsylvania,  South  Carolina,  ’Tennes¬ 
see,  Virginia,  West  Virginia,  and  the  Dis¬ 
trict  of  Columbia. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C. 

No.  MC  124211  (Sub-No.  285),  filed 
January  31,  1977.  Applicant:  HILT 
’TRUCK  LINE,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  988, 
D.T.S.,  Omaha,  Nebr.  68101.  Applicant’s 
representative:  Thomas  L.  Hilt  (Same 
address  as  applicant).  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  mo¬ 
tor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  trans¬ 
porting:  Vehicle  parts,  and  such  com¬ 
modities,  as  are  dealt  in  and  used  by 
manufacturers  and  distributors  of  ve¬ 
hicle  parts,  (1)  from  points  in  Allen  and 
DeKalb  Counties,  Ind.;  points  in  Wash¬ 
tenaw  County,  Mich.;  points  in  Allen 
County,  Ohio;  and  points  in  Dane  and 
Rock  Counties,  Wis.,  to  points  in  Ari¬ 
zona,  (California,  Colorado,  Nevada,  New 
Mexico,  Oklahoma,  Oregon,  Texas,  Utah, 
and  Washington;  and  (2)  between  points 
in  Dodge  Coirnty,  Nebr.,  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in  the 
United  States  (except  Alaska  and  Ha¬ 
waii). 

Note. — Common  control  may  be  Involved. 
If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary,  applicant 
requests  it  be  held  at  Ft.  Wayne  or  Indian¬ 
apolis,  Ind. 

No.  MC  124211  (Sub-No.  286),  filed 
January  31.  1977.  Applicant:  HILT 
TRUCK  LINE,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  988, 
D.T.S.,  Omaha,  Nebr.  68101.  Applicant’s 
representative:  Thomas  L.  Hilt  (same 
address  as  applicant).  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  mo¬ 
tor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  trans¬ 
porting:  Aluminum,  aluminum  products, 
and  supplies,  materials,  equipment  used 
in  the  manufacture  of  iduminum  and 
aluminum  products  (except  in  bulk) ,  be¬ 
tween  the  plantsite  and  facilities  uti¬ 
lized  by  Alumax,  Inc.,  located  at  or  near 
Decatur,  Ala.;  Casa  Grande,  Ariz.;  Long 
Beach,  Riverside,  Visalia,  Perris  Valley 
and  Woodland,  Calif.;  Loveland,  Colo.; 
Ocala  and  Plant  City,  Fla.;  Peacetree 
City  and  Jonesboro,  Ga.;  ’Twin  Palls, 
Idaho;  Chicago  and  Morris,  ni.;  Leba¬ 
non,  Bristol  and  Franklin,  Ind.;  Mc¬ 
Pherson,  Kans.;  Frederick,  Md.;  Monte¬ 
video,  Minn.;  St.  Louis,  Mo.;  Hernando, 
Miss.;  RedsvUle,  N.C.;  Cleveland,  Ohio; 
Tulsa  and  C!hecotah,  Okla.;  Stayton, 
Oreg.;  Bloomsburg,  Pa.;  Mansfield,  Tex.; 
Harrisonburg,  Va.;  Spokane  and  Pern- 
dale,  Wash.,  and  Marshfield,  Wis.,  cm 
the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points 
in  the  United  States  (except  Alaska  and 
Hawaii). 

Note. — Common  control  may  be  involved. 
If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary,  the  appli¬ 
cant  requests  it  be  held  on  a  consolidated 
record  with  similar  applications  at  Washing¬ 
ton,  D.C. 

No.  MC  124544  (Sub-No.  15),  filed 
January  31,  1977).  Applicant:  LANG 
CARTAGE  CORP.,  338  South  17th 
Street,  P.O.  Box  513,  Milwaukee,  Wis. 
53201.  Applicant’s  representative:  Wil¬ 
liam  C.  Dineen,  710  North  Plankinton 
Avenue.  Milwaukee,  Wis.  53203.  Au¬ 


thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  contract 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Merchandise, 
equipment  and  supplies  used  or  distrib¬ 
uted  by  a  manufacturer  of  household 
products,  from  Milwaukee,  Wis.,  to 
points  in  Wisconsin,  the  Upper  Penin¬ 
sula  of  Michigan  and  points  in  Dakota, 
Dodge,  Fillmore,  Freeborn,  Goodhue. 
Houston,  Mower,  Olmsted,  Steele,  Wa¬ 
seca,  Wabasha,  and  Winona  Counties, 
Minn.,  under  a  continuing  contract  or 
contracts  with  Puller  Brush  Company. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Milwau¬ 
kee,  Wis. 

No.  MC  124711  (Sub-No.  43),  filed 
February  2,  1977.  Applicant:  BECKER 
CORPORA’TION,  P.O.  Box  1050,  El  Do¬ 
rado,  Kans.  67042.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  T.  M.  Brown,  223  Ciudad 
Bldg.,  Oklahoma  City,  Okla.  73112.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Anhydrous  ammo¬ 
nia,  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  from  the 
pipeline  terminals  of  Gulf  Central  Pipe¬ 
line  Company,  located  at  or  near  Spen¬ 
cer  and  Holstein,  Iowa;  and  David  City, 
Nebr.,  to  points  in  Iowa,  Minnesota,  Ne¬ 
braska.  North  Dakota  and  South  Dakota. 

Note. — Common  control  may  be  involved. 
If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary,  applicant 
requests  it  be  held  at  Omaha,  Nebr.,  or 
Kansas  City,  Mo. 

No.  MC  124813  (Sub-No.  166),  filed 
February  3.  1977.  Applicant:  UMTHUN 
TRUCKING  CO.,  A  Corporation,  910 
South  Jackson  Street,  Eagle  Grove,  Iowa 
50533.  Applicant’s  representative:  Wil¬ 
liam  L.  Fairbank,  1980  Financial  C«iter. 
Des  Moines,  Iowa  50309.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irreerular  routes, 
transporting:  Phosphate  feeds  and 
phosphate  feed  ingredients,  from  Rock 
Island,  Ill.,  to  points  In  Oklahoma. 

Note. — Applicant  holds  contract  carrier 
authority  in  MC  118468  Sub-No.  16,  there¬ 
fore  dual  operations  may  be  involved.  If  a 
hearing  is  deemed  necessary,  applicant  re¬ 
quests  that  it  be  held  at  Kansas  City,  Mo. 

No.  MC  125023  (Sub-No.  44),  filed 
February  2,  1977.  Applicant:  SIGMA-4 
EXPRESS.  INC.,  P.O.  Box  9117,  Erie, 
Pa.  16504.  Applicant’s  representative: 
Paul  F.  Sullivan,  711  Washington  Bldg., 
Washington,  D.C.  20005.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  Irregular  routes, 
transporting:  (1)  Malt  beverages,  in 
containers,  from  Chicago,  Ill.,  to  points 
in  North  Carolina  and  South  Carolina; 
and  (2)  empty  used  malt  beverage  con¬ 
tainers  and  empty  pallets,  from  points 
in  North  Carolina  and  South  Carolina, 
to  Chicago,  Ill. 

Note. — If  a  heating  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Chicago,  m., 
or  Washington,  D.C. 

No.  MC  125433  (Sub-No.  94),  filed 
February  4,  1977.  Applicant:  F-B 

TRUCK  LINE  COMPANY,  a  Corpora¬ 
tion.  1945  South  Redwood  Road,  Salt 
Lake  City.  Utah  84104.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  Michael  J.  Norton,  Suite 
404  Boston  BuUding,  P.O.  Box  2135,  Salt 
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Lake  City,  Utah  84110.  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by 
motor  vehicle,  over  irregvilar  routes, 
transporting:  Aircraft  loading  and 
maintenance  equipment,  from  points  in 
Monterey  Coimty,  Calif.,  to  points  in  the 
United  States,  including  Alaska  but  ex¬ 
cluding  Hawaii. 

Note.— Common  control  may  be  Involved. 
If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary,  the  appli¬ 
cant  requests  that  It  be  held  at  either  Ban 
Francisco,  Calif,  or  Salt  Lake  City,  Utah. 

No.  MC  126612  (Sub-No.  83),  filed 
February  3,  1977.  Applicant:  SALVA¬ 
TORE  GIARRAPUTO,  doing  business  as 
SEMOLINA  HAULAGE  COMPANY,  86 
Kent  Ave.,  Brooklyn,  N.Y.  11211.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  Murray  S.  Born- 
stein.  253  Broadway,  New  York,  N.Y. 
10007.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
contract  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Flour,  in 
bulk,  in  specially  equipped  tank  vehi¬ 
cles,  from  Br(X)kl>'n,  N.Y.,  to  Bridgeport, 
Conn.,  restricted  to  trafiBc  having  a  prior 
movement  by  rail,  under  a  continuing 
contract,  or  contracts,  with  Country 
Home  Bakery,  Inc. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  New  York, 
N.Y. 

No.  MC  127042  (Sub-No.  189),  filed 
February  4,  1977,  Applicant:  HAGEN, 
INC.,  3232  Highway  75  North,  P.O.  Box 
98-Leeds  Station,  Sioux  City,  Iowa  51108. 
Applicant’s  representative:  Robert  G. 
Tessar  (same  address  as  applicant). 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Sound  deadener, 
caulking  and  sealing  compounds  (except 
in  bulk),  from  the  plantsite  and  stor¬ 
age  facilities  utilized  by  International 
Talc,  located  at  or  near  Grand  Island, 
Nebr.,  to  points  in  Riverside,  Calif. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
the  iq)plicant  requests  It  be  held  at  Chicago, 
Ill. 

No.  MC  127784  (Sub-No.  5),  filed  Feb¬ 
ruary  4,  1977.  Applicant:  R  &  G  AIR¬ 
FREIGHT,  INC.,  R.D.  No.  4,  Allentown, 
Pa.  18103.  Applicant’s  representative: 
Christian  V.  Graf,  407  North  Front 
Street,  Harrisburg,  Pa.  17101.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  General  commodities  (ex¬ 
cept  classes  A  and  B  explosives,  house¬ 
hold  goods  as  defined  by  the  Commission, 
commodities  in  bulk,  and  commodities 
requiring  special  equipment),  between 
the  Wilkes-Barre-Scranton  Intema- 
'tional  Airport,  located  at  or  near  Avoca, 
Luzerne  Coimty,  Pa.,  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other,  points  in  Lehigh, 
Northampton,  Schuylkill,  Carbon  and 
Monroe  Counties,  Pa.;  points  in  that  part 
of  Bucks  County,  Pa.  north  of  Pennsyl¬ 
vania  Highway  563 ;  Pennsburg  and  East 
Greenville,  Montgomery  County,  Pa.; 
and  points  in  Warren,  Hunterdon  and 
Morris  Counties,  N.J.,  restricted  to  traf¬ 
fic  having  a  prior  or  subsequent  move¬ 
ment  by  air. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requesta  It  be  held  at  either 
Harrisburg,  Pa.  or  Washington,  D.C. 


No.  MC  129387  (Sub-No.  30),  filed 
January  31,  1977.  Applicant:  PAYNE 
'TRANSPORTA’nON.  INC.,  P.O.  Box 
1271,  Huron,  S.  Dak.  57350.  Applicant’s 
representative:  Patrick  E.  Quinn,  P.O. 
Box  82028,  Lincoln,  Nebr.  68501.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  General  commodi¬ 
ties  (except  those  of  unusual  value, 
classes  A  and  B  explosives,  household 
goods  as  defined  by  the  Commission  and 
commodities  in  bulk),  from  Seattle  and 
Tacoma,  Wash.,  to  points  in  Minnesota, 
Nebraska,  North  Dakota  and  South 
Dakota,  restricted  to  traffic  having  an 
immediate  prior  movement  by  water  or 
air. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  is  deemed  netcFsary, 
the  applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Seattle. 
Wash. 

No.  MC  129480  'Sub-No.  27 >,  filed 
January  31,  1977.  Applicant:  TRI-LINE 
EXPRESSWAYS  LTD.,  a  Corporation. 
550  71  Avenue,  S.E.,  Calgary.  Alberta. 
Canada  T2H  OS6.  Applicant’s  represen¬ 
tative:  Edward  T.  Lyons.  Jr..  1600  Lin¬ 
coln  Center  Building.  1660  Lincoln 
Street,  Denver,  Colo.  80264.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier. 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Building  and  construction 
materials,  and  contractors’  equipment 
and  supplies.  Between  ^rts  of  entry  on 
the  International  Boundary  line  between 
the  United  States  and  Canada  located  at 
points  in  Alaska,  Idaho,  Minnesota,  Mon¬ 
tana,  North  Dakota,  and  Washington,  on 
the  one  hand,  and.  on  the  other,  points 
in  Alaska,  Arizona,  California.  Colorado, 
Idaho,  Illinois,  Iowa,  Kansas,  Minnesota, 
Montana,  Nebraska.  Nevada,  New 
Mexico,  North  Dakota,  Oklahoma,  Ore¬ 
gon.  South  Dakota,  Texas,  Utah,  Wash¬ 
ington,  Wisconsin  and  Wyoming,  re¬ 
stricted  to  the  transportation  of  traffic 
originating  at  or  destined  to  points  in  Al¬ 
berta,  British  Columbia,  Manitoba,  and 
Saskatchewan  Provinces,  and  the  North¬ 
west  Territory,  of  Canada. 

Note. — Common  control  may  be  Involved. 
If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary,  the  appli¬ 
cant  requests  It  be  held  at  either  Denver, 
Colo,  or  Billings,  Mont. 

No.  MC  129624  (Sub-No.  8) ,  filed  Jan¬ 
uary  31,  1977.  Applicant:  ROU’TE  MES¬ 
SENGERS  OP-  PENNSYLVANIA,  INC., 
2425  Bainbridge  Street,  Philadelphia.  Pa. 
19146.  Applicant’s 'representative:  Alan 
Kahn,  1920  Two  Penn  Center  Plaza.  Phil¬ 
adelphia,  Pa.  19102.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier^  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Drugs,  pharmaceuticals,  and  health 
care  products,  between  the  facilities  of 
E.  R.  Squibb,  Inc.,  l(x;ated  In  Somerset. 
Somerset  County,  N.J..  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other,  points  in  Berks,  Bucks. 
Chester,  Delaware,  Lehigh.  Montgomery. 
Northampton  and  Philadelphia  Counties. 
Pa.  and  points  in  New  Castle  County,  Del. 

Note. — Common  control  may  be  Involved. 
If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary,  the  appli¬ 
cant  requests  It  be  held  at  either  Philadel¬ 
phia,  Pa.,  or  Washington,  D.C. 

No.  MC  133383  (Sub-No.  2).  filed  Feb¬ 
ruary  3,  1977.  Applicant:  MERCURY 


TANKLINES  LIMITED,  a  Corporation. 
P.O.  Box  3500,  Calgary,  Alberta.  Canada 
T2P  2P9.  Applicant’s  representative; 
Ray  F.  Koby,  P.O.  Box  2567,  Great  Palls, 
Mont.  59403.  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes.  tran.sporting:  Alco¬ 
holic  beverages,  liquors  and  spirits,  in 
bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  from  the  ports  of 
entry  on  the  International  Boundary- 
Line  between  the  United  States  and  Can¬ 
ada  located  at  or  near  Buffalo.  N.Y.  and 
Port  Huron.  Mich.,  to  Linfield  and  Phila¬ 
delphia.  Pa.,  restricted  to  traffic  originat¬ 
ing  at  Collingwood,  Ontario,  Canada. 

Note. — Applicant  holds  contract  carrier  au¬ 
thority  in  MC  125420  Sub-No.  2  and  others 
thereunder,  therefore,  dual  operations  may 
be  involved.  Common  control  may  also  be  In¬ 
volved.  If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary,  ap¬ 
plicant  requests  that  It  be  held  at  any  point 
in  Montana. 

No.  MC  1335G6  (Sub-No.  71) .  filed  Jan¬ 
uary  31.  1977.  Applicant:  GANGLOFF  4; 
DOWNHAM  TRUCKING  CO..  INC.,  P.O. 
Box  479,  Logansport,  Ind.  46947.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  Charles  W.  Bein- 
hauer.  One  World  Trade  Center,  Suite 
1573,  New  York,  N.Y.  10048.  Authority- 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier. 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Confectionery,  in  vehicles 
equipped  with  mechanical  refrigeration 
(except  commodities  in  bulk),  from  the 
plantsite  and  storage  facilities  of  Schrafft 
Candy  Co.,  l(x;ated  at  or  near  Boston. 
Mass.,  and  points  in  Norfolk,  Essex,  Suf¬ 
folk  and  Middlesex  Counties,  Mass.,  to 
points  in  Arizona,  Indiana.  Iowa,  Louisi¬ 
ana,  Nebraska,  Oklahoma,  Tennessee, 
Texas  and  Denver,  Colo.,  restricted  to 
traffic  originating  at  the  plantsite  and 
storage  facilities  of  Schrafft  Candy  Co., 
l(x:ated  at  the  above  named  origins,  and 
destined  to  the  above-named  destination 
points. 

Note. — If  a  bearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  either 
Boston,  Mass,  or  New  York,  N.Y 

No.  MC  134068  (Sub-No.  34) ,  filed  Feb¬ 
ruary  4,  1977.  Applicant:  KODIAK  RE¬ 
FRIGERATED  LINES,  INC.,  3336  East 
Fruitland  Ave.,  P.O.  Box  58327,  Vernon. 
Calif.  90058.  Applicant’s  representative: 
Joseph  W.  Harvey.  P.O.  Box  1018,  Den¬ 
ver,  Colo  80201.  Authority  sought  to  op¬ 
erate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  ve¬ 
hicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Kitchen  cabinets,  materials,  supplies  and 
accessories,  from  Salem,  Oreg.,  to  points 
in  California,  Colorado,  Kansas,  Utah 
and  Oklahoma. 

Note. — Common  control  may  be  Involved. 
If  a  bearing  la  deemed  necessary,  the  appli¬ 
cant  requesta  it  be  held  at  Portland,  Orcgz 

No.  MC  134286  (Sub-No.  17).  filed 
February  7, 1977.  Applicant:  HJJNI  EX¬ 
PRESS,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  1564,  Sioux  City. 
Iowa  51102.  Applicant’s  representative: 
Charles  J.  Kimball,  350  Capitol  Life  Cen¬ 
ter,  1600  Sherman  Street,  Denver,  Colo. 
80203.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
Irregular  routes,  transporting:  Foodstuffs 
and  restaurant  materials,  equipment  and 
supplies  (except  In  bulk) .  between  Den¬ 
ver,  Colo,  and  Albuquerque,  N.  Mex.,  on 
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the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points 
In  that  part  of  the  United  States  In  and 
east  of  Louisiana.  Arkansas,  Kansas. 
Nebraska,  South  Dakota  and  North 
Dakota. 

Note. — Common  control  may  be  Involved. 
If  a  hearing  la  deemed  necessary,  the  appli¬ 
cant  requests  It  be  held  at  Denver,  Colo. 

No.  MC  134323  (Sub-No.  94) ,  filed  Feb¬ 
ruary  8,  1977.  Applicant:  JAY  LINES, 
INC.,  720  North  Grand.  P.O.  Box  30180, 
Amarillo,  Tex.  79120.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  GaUjm  Larsen,  521  South  14th 
Street,  P.O.  Box  81849,  Lincoln,  Nebr. 
68501.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
contract  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  (1) 
Meats,  meat  products,  meat  by-products, 
and  articles  distributed  by  meat  packing¬ 
houses.  as  described  In  Sections  A  and  C 
of  Appendix  I  to  the  report  In  Descrip¬ 
tions  in  Motor  Carrier  Certificates.  81 
M.C.C.  209  and  766,  from  the  facilities 
of  MBPXL  Corporation,  located  at  or 
near  Rockpiort.  Mo.,  to  points  In  Ala¬ 
bama,  Arizona,  Arkansas,  CTallfomla, 
Colorado,  Florida,  Georgia,  Idaho,  Illi¬ 
nois,  Indiana,  Iowa,  Kansas,  Kentucky, 
Louisiana,  Michigan,  Minnesota,  Missis¬ 
sippi,  Mlssourt  Montana,  Nebraska, 
Nevada,  New  Mexico,  North  Carolina, 
North  Dakota,  Ohio,  Oklahoma,  Oregon, 
South  Carolina,  South  Dakota,  Tennes¬ 
see,  Texas,  Utah,  ^^rglnla,  Washington, 
West  Virginia,  WlscMisln,  and  Wyoming; 
and  (2)  such  commodities  as  are  used  by 
meat  packers  In  the  conduct  of  their 
business,  as  described  In  Sections  A.  C. 
and  D  of  Appendix  I  In  Descriptions  in 
Motor  Carrier  Certificates,  61  M.C.C.  766, 
from  points  In  the  United  States  (except 
Alaska  and  Hawaii)  to  the  plantslte  and 
storage  facilities  of  MBPXL  Corporation, 
located  at  or  near  Rockport,  Mo.,  under 
a  continuing  contract  or  contracts  with 
MBPXL  Corporation. 

Note. — ^If  s  hearing  la  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  either 
New  York  City,  N.T,  or  Washington,  D.C. 

No.  MC  134477  (Sub-No.  144),  filed 
February  3,  1977.  AppUcant:  SCHANNO 
TRANSPORTATION.  INC.,  5  West  Men- 
dota.  West  St.  Paul,  Minn.  55118.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  Robert  P.  Sack, 
P.O.  Box  6010,  West  Sk  Paul,  Minn. 
55118.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
Irregular  routes,  transporting:  -Matches 
and  woodenware  (except  commodities  in 
bulk) ,  from  Oakland  and  Dlxfield, 
Maine,  and  Springfield,  Mass.,  to  Phoe¬ 
nix,  Ariz.,  Reno,  Nev.,  Portland,  Oreg., 
Salt  Lake  City,  Utah,  and  points  in  Cali¬ 
fornia. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Minneapolis, 
Minn. 

No.  MC  134477  (Sub-No.  144),  filed 
February  3,  1977.  Applicant:  SCHANNO 
'TRANSPORTAHON,  INC.,  5  West  Men- 
dota  Road,  West  St.  Paul,  Minn.  55118. 
AppUcant’s  r^resentatlve:  Robert  P. 
Sack,  P.O.  Box  6010,  West  St  Paul, 
Minn.  55118.  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle. 


over  irregular  routes,  transporting:  (1) 
New  and  used  electric  storage  batteries 
and  parts  thereof,  battery  fluid,  battery 
boxes,  battery  covers,  and  battery  vents. 
between  the  plantsites  and  storage  and 
distribution  facilities  of  Gould,  Inc.,  lo¬ 
cated  at  or  near  Dunmore,  Pa.,  Memphis, 
Tenn.,  Shreveport,  La.,  Farmers  Branch, 
Tex.,  Leavenworth,  Kans.,  St.  Paul, 
Minn.,  Omaha,  Nebr.,  Frisco,  Tex.,  and 
Philadelphia,  Pa.;  and  (2)  electric  stor¬ 
age  batteries  and  parts  thereof,  battery 
fluid,  battery  boxes,  battery  covers  and 
battery  vents,  from  the  plantsites  and 
storage  and  distribution  faculties  of 
(jK}uld,  Inc.,  located  at  or  near  Kankakee, 
HI.,  Trenton,  N.  J.,  and  Port  Smith,  Ark., 
to  points  in  the  United  States  (except 
Alaska  and  HawaU) ,  and  (3)  equipment, 
material  and  supplies  used  In  the  m£mu- 
facture,  production,  and  distribution  of 
the  commodities  named  In  (1)  and  (2) 
above,  from  points  In  United  States  (ex¬ 
cept  Alaska  and  Hawaii) ,  to  the  plant- 
site  and  storage  and  distribution  facili¬ 
ties  of  Gould.  Inc.,  located  at  the  named 
points  In  (1)  and  (2)  above. 

Note. — It  a  hearing  la  deemed  necessary, 
appUcsnt  requests  It  be  held  at  Mlnneapolla, 
Minn. 

No.  MC  134477  (Sub-No.  145),  filed 
February  3,  1977.  AppUcant:  SCHANNO 
TRANSPORTATION,  INC.,  5  West  Men- 
dota.  West  St  Paul,  Minn.  55118.  AppU¬ 
cant’s  representative:  Robert  P.  Sack, 
P.O.  Box  6010,  West  St  Paul.  Minn. 
55118.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
Irregular  routes,  transporting:  Matches 
and  woodenware.  (except  commocUtles  In 
bulk),  from  CUoquet,  Minn.,  to  Phoenix. 
Ariz.,  Reno,  Nev..  Portland,  Oreg..  Salt 
Lake  City,  Utah,  Denver,  Colo.,  and 
points  In  California. 

Note. — ^If  a  hearing  1b  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  MlnneapoUs, 
Minn. 

No.  MC  134477  (Sub-No.  147),  filed 
February  7,  1977.  AppUcant:  SCHANNO 
TRANSPORTATION.  INC.,  5  West 
Mendota,  West  St.  Paul,  kHnn.  55118. 
AppUcant’s  representative:  Robert  P. 
Sack,  P.O.  Box  6010,  West  St  Paul. 
Minn.  55118.  Authority  sought  to  (n>- 
erate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  mo¬ 
tor  vehicle,  over  Irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Meat,  meat  products, 
meat  by-products,  and  articles  distrib¬ 
uted  by  meat  pacldnghouses.  as  de¬ 
scribed  In  Sections  A  and  C  of  Appendix 
I  to  the  report  In  Descriptions  in  Motor 
Carrier  Certificates,  61  M.C.C.  209  and 
766  (except  hides  and  commodities  In 
bulk) ,  from  Schuyler  and  Fremont, 
Nebr.  and  Haitley,  Fort  Dodge  and 
Spencer,  Iowa,  to  points  in  Alabama, 
Florida,  Georgia,  Kentucky.  Mississippi, 
North  Carolina.  South  Carolina,  and 
TRmessee,  restricted  to  traffic  originat¬ 
ing  at  the  plantslte  or  storage  faculties 
of  Spencer  Foods,  Inc.  located  at  or  near 
the  i^ve  named  origins  and  destined 
to  the  above  named  destination  states. 

Note. — ^If  a‘  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Min¬ 
neapolis,  Minn. 


No.  MC  134477  (Sub-No.  148),  filed 
February  11, 1977.  AppUcant:  SCHANNO 
TRANSPORTA'nON,  INC.,  5  West  Men¬ 
dota,  West  St.  Paul,  Minn.  55118.  AppU¬ 
cant’s  representative:  Robert  P.  Sack, 
P.O.  Box  6010,  West  St.  Paul,  Minn. 
55118.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Meats, 
meat  products,  meat  by-products,  and 
articles  distributed  by  meat  packing¬ 
houses.  as  described  in  Sections  A  and 
C  of  Appendix  I  to  the  report  in  Descrip¬ 
tions  in  Motor  Carrier  Certificates,  61 

M. C.C.  209  and  766  (except  hides  and 
commodities  In  bulk),  from  Mankato, 
Kans.,  to  points  In  Colorado,  Hllnois, 
Indiana,  Iowa,  Michigan,  Minnesota, 
Nebraska,  Ohio  and  Wisconsin,  re¬ 
stricted  to  the  transportation  of  traffic 
originating  at  the  faculties  of  Dubuque 
Packing  Co.,  located  at  Mankato,  Kans., 
and  destined  to  points  In  the  above- 
named  destination  states. 

Note. — ^If  a  hecu’iug  is  deemed  necessary, 
th«  iq>pllcant  requests  that  it  be  held  at 
Minneapolis,  Minn 

No.  MC  135078  (Sub-No.  14),  filed 
February  11,  1977.  AppUcant:  AMERI¬ 
CAN  TRANSPORT,  INC.,  7850  F  Street, 
Omaha,  Nebr.  68127.  AppUcant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Frederick  J.  Coffman,  521 
South  14th  Street,  P.O.  Box  81849,  Lin¬ 
coln.  Nebr.  68501.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  Irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Such  merchandise  as  Is  dealt  In  by 
retail  department  and  catalogue  stores 
(cxc^t  foodstuffs  and  commodities  In 
bulk),  from  Pawtucket  RL;  Green- 
castle,  Pa.;  Chicago,  HI.,  and  their  re¬ 
spective  commercial  zones  and  points  In 
New  York,  New  Jersey  and  Ohio,  to  the 
facilities  of  Anderson  Mercantile  Co., 
located  at  Omaha,  Nebr.,  restricted  to 
traffic  originating  at  the  named  origins 
and  destined  to  the  faclUtles  of  Anderson 
MercantUe  Co.,  located  at  Omaha,  Nebr. 

Note. — ^Applicant  holds  contract  carrier 
authority  in  No.  MC  135007  (Sub-No.  I  and 
other  subs);  therefore  dual  operations  may 
be  Involved.  If  a  bearing  is  deemed  neces¬ 
sary,  the  applicant  requests  it  be  held  at 
either  Lincoln  or  Omaha,  Nebr. 

No.  MC  135684  (Sub-No.  28).  filed 
February  7,  1977,  AppUcant;  BASS 
TRANSPORTATION  CO.,  INC.,  Old 
Croton  Road,  P.O.  Box  391,  Flemlngton, 

N. J.  08822.  AiH>Ucant’s  representative; 
Herbert  A.  Dubln,  1819  H  Street.  N.W., 
Suite  1030,  Washington,  D.C.  20006.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  (^rate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  Irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Confectioneries 
(except  In  bulk),  from  the  faciUties  of 
E.  J.  Brach  <i  Sons,  Division  of  Amer¬ 
ican  Home  Products  Corp.,  located  at  or 
near  Chicago  and  Carol  Stream,  HI.,  to 
points  in  Connecticut,  Delaware,  Mas¬ 
sachusetts,  Michigan  (except  Wayne. 
Oakland,  Macomb.  Washtenaw,  Monroe, 
and  St.  Clair  Coimties) ,  New  Jersey 
(except  Cranford  and  points  in  New 
Yoik,  N.Y.,  Commercial  Zone) ,  New 
York  (except  New  York,  N.Y.,  Commer¬ 
cial  Zone).  Ohio.  Massachusetts,  Maine, 
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New  Hampshire,  Rhode  Island  and 
Vermont. 

Notb. — Applicant  holds  contract  carrier 
authority  In  MC-677ao  (8ub-No.  2)  and  subs 
thereunder,  therefore  dual  operations  may 
be  Involved.  If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  neces¬ 
sary,  the  applicant  requests  It  be  held  at 
either  Chicago,  Ill.,  or  Washington,  D.C. 

No.  MC  135982  (8ub-No.  14),  filed 
February  2,  1977.  Applicant:  S.  L.  HAR¬ 
RIS.  doing  business  as  P3J..  P.O.  Box 
7130,  Longview,  Tex.  75601.  Ai^Ucant’s 
representative:  Bernard  H.  English, 
6270  Plrth  Rd.,  Port  Worth,  Tex.  76116. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  Ir¬ 
regular  routes,  transporting:  (1)  Trail¬ 
ers,  and  trailer  chassis  (except  those 
designed  to  be  drawn  by  passenger  auto¬ 
mobiles).  trailer  converter  dollies,  bod¬ 
ies,  hoists  and  containers,  and  materi- 
rials,  supplies  and  parts  of  such 
commodities.  In  Initial  movements.  In 
truckaway  service,  from  points  In  Mc- 
Minn  Ck>unty.  Term.,  to  points  In  the 
United  States  Including  Alaska,  but  ex¬ 
cluding  Hawaii;  and  (2)  commodities, 
described  In  (1)  above,  from  points  In 
the  United  States  Including  Alaska,  but 
excluding  Hawaii,  to  points  In  McMlnn 
County,  Tenn. 

Note. — ^If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
the  iqjpUcant  requests  It  be  held  at  Dallas, 
Tex.,  or  MUwaukee,  Wise. 

No.  MC  136519  (Sub-No.  2) .  filed  Jan¬ 
uary  31.  1977.  AppUcant:  DAVID  J. 
JONES  AND  BETH  RICHARDH  a 
Partnership,  doing  business  as  TRANS¬ 
WAY  CO„  RD.  No.  3.  Box  6.  Moscow. 
Pa.  18444.  Applicant’s  representative:  Jo¬ 
seph  P.  Hoary,  121  8.  Main  Street,  Tay¬ 
lor,  Pa.  18517.  Authority  sought  to  oper¬ 
ate  as  a  contract  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  Irregular  routes,  transport- 
,  Ing:  Roofing  felt,  unsaturated.  In  rolls 
and  in  packages,  from  Gloucester,  Glou¬ 
cester  City  and  Camden.  NJ..  to  Erie, 
Pa.,  under  a  continuing  contract,  or 
contracts,  with  GAP  Corporation. 

Note. — If  s  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  either 
New  York.  N.Y..  or  PhUadelphla,  Pa. 

No.  MC  136848  (Sub-No.  13) .  filed  Feb¬ 
ruary  4, 1977.  Applicant:  JAMES  BRUC7E 
LEE  AND  STANLEY  LEE,  doing  business 
as  LEE  CONTRAC7T  CARRIER,  P.O.  Box 
48.  Old  Route  66.  Pontiac,  Dl.  61764.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  representative:  Edward  F. 
Stanula,  837  East  162nd  Street,  South 
Hcdland,  HI.  60473.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  contract  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  Irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Wrought  steel  pipe,  from  the 
plantsite  and  warehouse  facilities  of 
Pittsburgh  International  Division  of 
Pittsburgh  Tube  Company  located  at  or 
near  Fairbury,  HI.,  to  points  in  Indiana. 
Ohio,  Wisconsin,  points  in  the  lower 
Peninsula  of  Michigan,  and  the  plant  and 
warehouse  facilities  of  State  Industries, 
Inc.  located  at  or  near  Henderson.  Nev., 
under  a  continuing  contract,  or  con¬ 
tracts,  with  Pittsburgh-International. 

Note. — If  s  hearing  to  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  Chicago, 
lU. 


No.  MC  136897  (Sub-No.  23) ,  filed  Peb- 
ruary  4,  1977.  Applicant:  SWIFT 

TRANSPORTATION  COMPANY.  INC.. 
335  West  Elwood  Road.  Phoenix,  Arlz. 
85041.  Applicant’s  r^res^tatlve: 
Donald  E.  Femaays,  Suite  320,  4040  East 
McDowell  Road,  Phoenix.  Ariz.  85008. 
Authmity  sought  to  operate  as  a  contract 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  Irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Such  commodities 
as  are  dealt  in  by  a  retail  mall  order 
house  (except  commodities  In  bulk  and 
wearing  apparel  loose  (m  hangers),  (1) 
from  the  Los  Angeles  Harbor  Commer¬ 
cial  Zone,  Calif.,  to  Tempe,  Arlz.;  and  (2) 
from  Tempe,  Arlz.,  to  Cleveland.  CMilo^ 
under  a  continuing  contract,  or  con¬ 
tracts.  with  Ambassador  International, 
located  In  Tempe,  Arlz. 

Note. — Applicant  holds  common  carrier 
authority  In  No.  MC  136818  and  subs  there¬ 
under:  therefore  dual  operations  may  be  In¬ 
volved.  If  a  bearing  to  deemed  necessary,  the 
applicant  requests  that  It  be  held  at  Phoenix, 
Arlz. 

No.  MC  138018  (Sub-No.  32) .  filed  Jan¬ 
uary  31,  1977.  Applicant:  REFRIG¬ 
ERATED  FOODS,  INC.,  1420  33rd  Street, 
Denver,  C(do.  80205.  An>licant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Joseph  W.  Harvey  (same  ad¬ 
dress  as  applicant) .  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  Irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Malt  beverages  and  related  promo¬ 
tional  materials,  from  points  In  Texas,  to 
points  In  Colorado. 

Note.— Common  control  may  be  Involved. 
If  a  hearing  to  deemed  necessary,  the  appli¬ 
cant  requests  It  be  held  at  Denver,  Colo. 

No.  MC  138104  (Sub-No.  38),  filed 
February  7.  1977.  Applicant:  M(X>RE 
TRANSPORTATION  CO,  INC.,  3509  N. 
Grove  St,  Port  Worth,  ’Tex.  76106.  An>ll- 
cant’s  representative:  Bernard  H.  Eng¬ 
lish,  6270  Firth  Rocul.  Fort  Worth,  ’Tex. 
76116.  Authm-ity  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  v^icle,  over 
Irregular  routes,  transporting:  Trailers, 
semi-trailers  and  trailer  chassis  (except 
those  designed  to  be  drawn  by  passenger 
automobiles).  In  Initial  and  secondary 
movements.  In  truckaway  service,  be¬ 
tween  points  In  Sedgwick  County,  Kans., 
and  points  In  the  United  States,  Includ¬ 
ing  Alaska,  but  excluding  HawalL 

Note. — ^If  a  hearing  to  deemed  necessary, 
the  Applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  either 
Dallas  or  Port  Wmrth,  Tex.  or  Wichita,  Kans. 

No.  MC  138126  (Sub-No.  9) ,  filed  Jan¬ 
uary  31,  1977.  AppUcant:  WILLIAMS 
REFRIGERATED  EXPRESS.  INC.,  P.O. 
Box  47,  Old  Denton.  Road,  Federalsburg, 
Md.  21632.  AppUcant's  representative: 
(Chester  A.  Zyblut,  366  Executive  Build¬ 
ing.  1030  Fifteenth  Street  NW..  Washing¬ 
ton,  D.C.  20005.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Materials,  supplies  and  equipment 
used  in  the  manufacture  of  foodstuffs, 
from  points  In  Michigan,  to  the  plantsite 
of  Pei^ridge  Farm.  Inc.,  located  at 
Downington,  Pa.,  and  the  plantsite  of 
Campbell  Soup  C(xnpany,  located  at 
Salisbury,  Md.,  restricted  to  trafBc 


originating  at  and  destined  to  the  points 
named  above. 

Note. — ^If  %  bearing  to  deemed  necessary, 
the  appUcant  requests  It  be  held  at  Washing¬ 
ton.  D.C. 

'no.  MC  138151  (Sub-No.  3),  filed  Feb¬ 
ruary  3,  1977.  Applicant:  OREGON 
RUBBER  CO.,  A  Corporation,  3595  West 
First  Avenue,  Elugene,  Oreg.  97402.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  J.  W.  McCracken. 
Jr,  975  Oak  Street.  Suite  620,  Eugene, 
Oreg.  97401.  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting:  Lum¬ 
ber,  frcMn  points  In  Lane,  Douglas,  Jose¬ 
phine  and  Jackson  Counties,  Oreg..  to 
points  in  New  Mexico. 

Note. — ^If  a  hearing  to  deemed  neces-sary, 
applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  either  Eugene 
or  Portland,  Chreg. 

No.  MC  138446  (Sub-No.  5).  filed  Jan¬ 
uary  31.  1977.  Applicant:  MURRAY'S 
’TRANSFER  k  STORAGE,  INC.,  1011 
Floral  Lane,  Davenport,  Iowa  52802.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  representative:  Larry  D.  Knox, 
900  Hubbell  Building,  Des  Moines,  Iowa 
50309.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
Irregular  routes,  transporting:  Foodstuffs 
and  nonedible  food  products  (except  in 
bulk) ,  from  the  facilities  of  Terminal  Ice 
and  Cold  Storage  Company,  located  at 
Bettendorf,  Iowa,  to  points  in  Ohio,  Ken¬ 
tucky.  Michigan,  HKUana  and  Illinois. 

Note. — It  m  bearing  to  deemed  neces-sary, 
the  appUcant  requests  It  be  held  at  Des 
Moines,  Iowa. 

No.  MC  138635  (Sub-No.  32).  filed 
February  7. 1977.  Applicant:  CAROLINA 
WESTERN  EXPRESS.  INC,  Box  3961, 
Gastonia,  N.C.  28052.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Eric  Meierhoefer,  1511  K 
Street  NW,  Suite  712,  Washington.  D.C. 
20005.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  v^lcle,  over 
Irregular  routes,  tnmsporting:  Alcoholic 
beverages  and  grape  concentrate  (except 
In  bulk.  In  tank  vehicles),  from  points 
In  California,  to  points  in  Arkansas.  Con¬ 
necticut,  Delaware,  Georiga,  Illinois,  In¬ 
diana,  Iowa,  Kentucky,  Maine,  Mary¬ 
land,  Massa^usetts,  Michigan,  Minne¬ 
sota.  Missouri,  New  Hampshire,  New 
Jersey,  New  York,  Ohio.  Pennsylvania, 
Rhode  Island,  Vermont,  Virginia.  West 
Virginia.  Wisconsin  and  the  District  of 
Columbia. 

Note. — Applicant  bolds  contract  carrier  in 
MO  136464  Sub-No.  2  and  other  subs  there- 
ttnder,  therefore  dual  operations  may  be  in¬ 
volved.  If  a  hearing  to  deemed  necessary,  the 
applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  San  Fran¬ 
cisco,  Ctollf. 

No.  MC  139615  (Sub-No.  6),  filed 
February  4,  1977.  Applicant:  D.R.S. 
’TRANSPORT,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  29,  Oska- 
loosa,  Iowa  52577.  Applicant’s  representa¬ 
tive:  Larry  D.  Knox,  900  Hubbell  Bldg., 
Des  Moines,  Iowa  50309.  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  Irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Fire  hydrants,  valves,  and  castings, 
and  parts,  accessories,  materials,  and 
supplies  used  In  the  manufacture,  dis¬ 
tribution,  and  Installation  of  fire  hy- 
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drants,  valves,  and  castings  (except  c(xn- 
modities  in  bulk),  between  Oskalooea, 
Iowa,  on  the  CHie  hand,  and.  on  the  other, 
points  in  the  United  States  (except  Alas¬ 
ka  and  Hawaii) . 

Note. — If  a  Ixeariug  is  deemed  neoewary, 
the  applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  either 
Des  Moines,  Iowa  or  Chicago,  Ill. 

No.  MC  139906  (Sub-No.  10),  filed 
February  4,  1977.  Applicant:  INTER¬ 
STATE  CONTRACT  CARRIER  COR¬ 
PORATION.  P.O.  BOX  748,  Salt  Inke 
City,  Utah  84110.  Applicant’s  representa¬ 
tive:  Richard  A.  Peterson,  P.O.  Box 
81849,  Lincoln,  Nebr.  68501.  >Authority 
sought  to  operate  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transixirting:  Cooler  boxes,  biue  ice,  body 
weights,  balancing  and  training  w^hts, 
and  plastic  articles  (except  in  balk,  or 
those  which  because  of  size  or  weight 
require  the  use  of  special  handling  or 
equipment),  from  Santa  Ana,  Calif.,  to 
Kansas  City,  Mo.,  Dallas,  Tex.,  Port 
Clinton,  Ohio.  Atlanta.  Ga.  and  Jersey 
City.  N.J. 

Note. — ^Applicant  holds  contract  carrier 
authcwlty  In  MC  134599  and  subs  thereimder, 
therefore  dual  operations  may  be  involved. 
If  a  bearing  Is  deemed  necessary,  the  appli¬ 
cant  requests  it  be  held  at  either  Lincoln, 
Nebr.,  or  Salt  Lake  City,  Utah. 

No. MC  139973  (Sub-No.  18), fUed Feb¬ 
ruary  4,  1977.  Applicant:  J.  H.  WARE 
TRUCKING,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  398,  909 
Brown  Street,  Pulton,  Mo.  65251.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  Larry  D.  Knox,  900 
Hubbell  Building,  Des  Moines,  Iowa 
50309.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motiH*  vdtiicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transpcH-ting:  Meats, 
meat  products,  meat  by-products,  and 
articles  distributed  by  meat  packing¬ 
houses,  as  described  in  Sections  A  and  C 
of  Appendix  I  to  the  report  in  Descrip¬ 
tions  in  Motor  Carrier  Certificates.  61 
M.C.C.  209  and  766  (except  hides,  skins, 
and  commodities  in  bulk) ,  from  Sterling 
and  Denver,  Colo.,  to  pcwts  in  (Connecti¬ 
cut,  Delaware,  Illinois,  Indiana,  Ken¬ 
tucky,  Maine,  Maryland,  Massachusetts, 
Michigan,  New  Hampshire.  New  Jersey, 
New  York,  Ohio,  Pennsylvania,  Rhode 
Island,  Virginia,  Vermont.  West  Virginia. 
Wisconsin,  and  the  District  of  Columbia, 
restricted  to  traffic  originating  at  the 
named  CH'igins  and  restricted  to  points  In 
the  destination  states.  Note:  An>licant 
holds  motor  contract  carrier  authority 
in  MC  138375  and  subs  thereunder,  there¬ 
fore  dual  operations  may  be  involi9d. 
HEARING:  Set  for  8  days,  beginning 
April  20, 1977,  at  Denver,  Colo. 

No.  MC  139973  (Sub-No.  22),  filed 
March  2,  1977.  Applicant:  J.  H.  WARE 
•roUCKING.  INC.,  P.O.  Box  398.  Pul¬ 
ton,  Mo.  65251.  Applicant’s  representa¬ 
tive:  Larry  D.  Knox,  900  Hubbell  Build¬ 
ing,  Des  Moines,  Iowa  50309.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier. 
by  motor  v^cle,  over  Irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Meats,  meat  products, 
meat  by-products,  and  articles  dis¬ 
tributed  by  meat  packinghouses,  as  de¬ 
scribed  in  Sections  A  and  C  of  Appendix 
I  to  the  report  in  Descriptions  in  Motor 
Carrier  Certificates,  61  M.C.C.  209  and 


766  (except  hides,  skins,  and  commodi¬ 
ties  in  bulk) ,  from  Ft.  Morgan  and  Gree¬ 
ley,  Cok).,  to  points  in  Delaware,  Con¬ 
necticut,  Illinois,  Indiana,  Kentucky, 
Maine,  Maryland,  Massachusetts.  Mich¬ 
igan.  New  Hampshire,  New  Jersey.  New 
York,  <Milo,  Pennsylvania,  Rhode  Island. 
Vermont,  Virginia,  West  Virginia,  Wis¬ 
consin,  and  the  District  of  C(^umbia. 
restricted  to  traffic  originating  at  the 
named  origin  and  destined  to  points  in 
the  destination  states. 

Note. — Applicant  holds  motor  contract 
carrier  authority  in  MC-13S375  and  sub- 
numbera  merennder,  therefore  dual  opera¬ 
tions  may  be  Invotved.  HEARtNO:  Set  for  8 
days,  begtenlng  April  20,  1977,  at  Denver, 
Colo. 

No.  MC  140717  (Sub-No.  3).  filed 
March  7,  1977.  AiJplicant:  JULIAN 

MARTIN,  INC.,  1490  S.  14th  Street. 
Bateville.  Aik.  72501.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  ’Thedore  Polydoroff,  1250  Con¬ 
necticut  Avenue  NW.,  Washington,  D.C. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  contract 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  ov«-  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Pork  and  pork 
products,  from  Marshalltown,  Iowa,  to 
pcrints  in  Arkansas  and  Tennessee,  under 
a  ctmtinuing  contract,  or  contracts,  with 
Swift  Fresh  Meats  Company. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  neceeaary, 
the  applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Memphis. 
Tenn. 

No.  MC  140852  (Sub-No.  2) ,  filed  Feb¬ 
ruary  2.  1977.  Applicant:  C.  W.  MITCH¬ 
ELL.  INC.,  doing  bu^ess  as  MITCH¬ 
ELL  TRANSPORT.  4401  N.  Westshore 
Blvd.,  ’Tampa,  Fla.  33614.  Applicant’s 
representative:  Rudy  Yessin,  314  Wil¬ 
kinson  Street,  Frankfort,  Ky.  40601.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Foodstuffs  and 
restaurant  supplies,  from  Miami,  Fla.,  to 
Arlington,  Tex.,  and  points  in  Orange 
and  Los  Angeles  Counties,  Calif. 

Note. — ^If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Tampa,  Fla., 
or  Boston,  Mass. 

NO..MC  141135  (Sub-No.  4),  filed 
January  31,  1977.  Applicant:  VARRA 
ENTERPEtlSES.  INC.,  Route  2,  Box  640, 
Broomfield.  Colo.  80020.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  ’Thomas  J.  Burke,  Jr..  1600 
Uncoln  Center  Bldg.,  1660  Lincoln 
Street.  Denver,  Colo.  80264.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier. 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  nmtes, 
transporting:  Silica  sand  and  fractur¬ 
ing  sand,  in  bulk,  in  dump  v^icles,  from 
Houck,  Ariz.;  Farmington,  N.  Mex.; 
Enid,  Lindsay  and  Woodward,  Okla. ;  and 
Borger  and  Perryton,  Tex.,  to  Commerce 
C?ity  and  Brighton,  Ccdo. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Denver,  Colo. 

No.  MC  141804  (Sub-No.  31)  (Amend¬ 
ment),  filed  November  5. 1976,  published 
in  the  FkDxxM.  RrasTxt  issue  of  Decem¬ 
ber  2,  1976,  and  republished  as  amended 
this  issue.  Applicant:  WESTERN  EX¬ 
PRESS,  division  of  Interstate  Rental, 
Inc.,  a  corporation,  P.O.  Box  422,  Go(Xl- 
lettsvine.  Tenn  37072.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  Richard  A.  Peterson,  P.O. 


Box  81849,  Lincoln,  Nebr.  68509.  Author¬ 
ity  sought  to  operate  as  a  common  car¬ 
rier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Foodstuffs,  un¬ 
frozen.  in  individually  controlled  and 
packaged  portions  (except  meat,  meat 
products,  and  meat  by-products),  from 
the  plantsite  and  storage  facilities  of 
Serv-A-Porthm  Inc.,  located  at  or  near 
Cffiatsworth,  Calif.,  to  points  in  that  part 
of  the  United  States  bmmded  on  the  east 
by  the  Mississippi  River  and  on  the  west 
by  U.S.  Highway  85  (except  that  portion 
of  Colorado  within  the  defined  terri¬ 
tory),  restricted  to  traffic  originating  at 
the  named  origin  points. 

Note. — The  purpose  of  this  r^ublication 
is  to  amend  appUcant's  territorial  deecrlp- 
tlon.  Common  control  may  be  Involved.  If  a 
hearing  H  deemed  neceaeary,  the  applicant 
requests  it  be  held  at  either  Los  Angeles, 
Calif,  or  Llnootn,  Nebr. 

No.  MC  142460  (Sub-No.  1),  filed  Feb¬ 
ruary  7.  1977.  Applicant:  CEUCO 

HEAVY  HAULERS,  INC.,  Box  101,  Riv¬ 
erton.  Ill.  62561.  Applicant’s  representa¬ 
tive:  Robert  T.  Lawley,  300  Reisch  Bldg., 
Springfield.  IB.  62701.  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  contract  carrier,  by  mo¬ 
tor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  trans¬ 
porting:  Road  construction  and  under¬ 
ground  cable  laying  equipment,  between 
Springfield.  HI.,  on  the  (me  hand,  and,  on 
the  other,  points  in  Alabama,  ^kansas, 
Indiana.  Iowa,  Kansas,  Kentucky,  Mich¬ 
igan,  Missouri,  Mississippi.  N^iraska, 
North  Dakota,  North  Carolina,  Ohio 
Oklahoma,  Pennsylvania.  Tennessee, 
and  Wisconsin,  under  a  (xmtinuing  (xm- 
tract,  or  contracts,  with  RnlATwi  Machin¬ 
ery  Company,  located  at  Springfield,  HI. 

Note. — If  s  hearing  Is  deemed  neceaeary, 
the  applicant  requeeta  that  It  be  held  at 
either  St.  Louis,  Mo.  or  Chicago.  HI. 

No.  MC  142481  (Sub-No.  1),  filed  Feb¬ 
ruary  4,  1977.  Applicant:  QUIPCO,  INC., 
P.O.  Box  532,  Littleton,  N.H.  03561.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  representative:  Rupert  J.  Blais- 
dell  (same  address  as  applkumt) .  Auth¬ 
ority  sought  to  operate  as  a  contract  car¬ 
rier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Road  surfacing 
salt,  in  bulk,  in  dump  vehicles,  from  Lit¬ 
tleton.  NE[.,  to  points  in  Venn(mt  oa  and 
north  of  Interstate  Highway  89,  under 
a  continuing  contract,  or  contracts,  with 
International  Salt  Company. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  la  deemed  neeeeeary, 
the  applicant  requests  that  It  be  held  at 
Ocmoord.  NM. 

No.  MC  142610  (Sub-No.  4>,  filed  Feb¬ 
ruary  4^977.  Applicant:  ACmON  MO¬ 
TOR  EXPRESS.  INC.,  P.O.  Box  29102, 
New  Orleans,  La.  70189.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  Robert  E.  Tate.  P.O.  Box 
517,  Evergreen,  Ala.  36401.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier. 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  ifregular  routes, 
transporting:  Paper  and  paper  products. 
from  Palatka,  Fla.,  to  points  in  Arkansas, 
Colorado,  Iowa,  Kansas,  Louisiana,  Min¬ 
nesota,  Mississippi,  Missouri,  Nebraska 
and  Texas. 

Note. — Applicant  has  pending  contract 
carrier  authority  In  No.  MC  140421  and  subs 
thereunder,  therefore  dual  operations  may  be 
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Inv61v«d.  If  ft  hftftrlnc  to  deemed  neces-^ary, 
tbe  appUcftnt  requeate  tt  be  held  lit  either 
JackBonTllie,  Fla.  or  Wftfthlngtoo.  D.O. 

No.  MC  142733  (Sub-No.  1> .  filed  Jan- 
uary  31,  1977.  Applicant;  UNITED 

TRANSPORT.  INC.,  7225  N.W.  8th 
Street,  Miami,  Fla.  33136.  A];q>llcant’s 
representative:  John  P.  Bmvi.  2766 
Douglas  Road,  Miami,  Fla.  33133.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  contract 
carrier,  by  motor  vrfilcle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting;  Plantains,  (1)  from 
points  in  Florida  and  Maryland,  to  points 
in  California,  lUtnols,  New  Jersey  and 
New  York;  and  (2)  from  points  In  New 
York,  to  points  in  California,  Illinois  and 
New  Jersey,  under  a  continuing  contract, 
or  contracts,  with  CJaribe'  Produce  Whole¬ 
sale  Corp.  and  Caribe  Food  (Corporation. 

Not*. — ^If  ft  hearing  Is  deemed  necessftry, 
appllcftnt  requests  it  be  held  at  mstni,  Fla. 

No.  MC  142748  (Sub-No.  3).  filed 
Febnukry  2,  1977.  Applicant:  OENE3iO 
T.  CAMACHO,  doing  business  as  GENE'S 
FREIGHT  LINE,  3230  W.  Mississippi 
Avenue,  Denver,  Colo.  80219.  Applicant’s 
representative:  John  H.  Lewis,  The  1850 
Grant  St.  Bldg.,  Denver.  Colo.  80203.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  contract 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  New  tires,  from 
Memphis,  Tenn.,  to  Colorado  Springs. 
Canon  City,  Denver,  Lafayette,  Loveland, 
Greeley,  F\)rt  Morgan,  Brush,  Sterling, 
Yuma,  Wray.  Burlington,  Llmon,  La- 
Junta,  Lamar,  Rocky  Ford,  Trinidad, 
Walsenburg  and  Julesburg,  (Colo.,  and 
(Cheyenne.  Sherman,  Wallace.  Greely, 
Hai^ton,  Stanton,  Morton,  Rawlins. 
Thomas.  Logan,  Wichita.  Kearney, 
Grant,  Stevens,  Decatur,  Sheridan,  Gove, 
Elcott,  Lane.  Finney,  Haskell,  Gray,  Ford, 
Seward.  Meade  and  Clark  Counties, 
Kans.,  under  a  continuing  contract,  or 
(xmtracts,  with  Fleetwood  Tire  West,  Inc. 

Non. — a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  Denver, 
Colo. 

No.  MC  142778  (Sub-No.  2) .  filed  Janu¬ 
ary  31.  1977.  Applicant:  DON  BAKER. 
Rural  Route  No.  1,  McLeansboro,  HI. 
62859.  Applicant’s  representative:  Ernest 
A.  Brooks  U.  1301  Ambassador  Bldg.,  St. 
Louis.  Mo.  63101.  Authority  sought  to  op¬ 
erate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  ve¬ 
hicle.  over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Coal,  In  bulk,  in  dump  vehicles,  from 
Waltonville  and  Carrier  Mills.  Bl..  to 
Evansville,  Ind. 

Non. — It  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  St.  Liouls, 
Mo.,  or  Eransvllle,  Ind. 

No.  MC  142797  (Sub-No.  1).  filed  Feb¬ 
ruary  7,  1977.  Applicant:  FULTON  OR¬ 
EGON  AIR,  INC,  401  SE.  8th,  Port¬ 
land.  Oreg.  97214.  Applicant’s  represent¬ 
ative:  lAwroice  V.  Smart,  Jr,  419  N.W. 
23rd  Avenue,  Portland,  Oreg.  47210.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  lirgular 
routes,  transpcwtlng:  General  commodi^ 
ties  (except  those  of  unusual  value. 
(Basses  A  and  B  exi^osives.  houadiold 
g(xxls  as  d^ned  by  the  Commisslan.  and 
commodities  in  bulk),  between  the  Port¬ 
land  International  Airport,  located  at  or 
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near  Portland.  Oreg.,  on  the  one  hand, 
and.  on  the  other,  points  in  Oregon,  re¬ 
stricted  to  the  transportation  of  ship¬ 
ments  having  an  immediately  prior  or 
subsequent  movement  by  sur. 

Note. — Common  control  may  be  Involved. 
If  a  hearing  to  deemed  necessary,  the  applt- 
cant  requests  it  be  held  at  Portland,  Oreg. 

No.  MC  142838  (Sub-No.  1).  filed  Jan¬ 
uary  31.  1977.  Applicant:  RICHARD  J. 
PLENDL,  WAYNE  J.  PLENDL.  ROB¬ 
ERT  B.  PLENDL  AND  ALVAN  G. 
PLENDL  a  Partnership,  doing  business 
as  PLENDL  BROS.,  Route  No.  1.  Box 
102,  Kingsley,  Iowa  51028.  Applicant's 
representative:  Edward  A.  O’Donnell. 
1004  29th  Street,  Sioux  City.  Iowa  51104. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  con¬ 
tract  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  ir¬ 
regular  routes,  transporting:  Animal 
and  pouttn  teed,  and  animal  tmd 
potiXtrv  feed  ingredients,  dry,  from  the 
facilities  of  C^rgilL  Inc,  located  at  or 
near  Sk>ux  City,  Iowa,  to  pc^ts  in  Jack- 
son,  Martin,  Murray.  Nobles,  Pipestone 
and  Rock  Counties,  Minn.;  points  in 
Adams,  Antelope,  Boone.  Butler, 

Burt,  Cass,  CTedar,  (Bay.  Colfax.  Cuming. 
Dakota,  Dixon,  Dodge.  Douglas.  Fill¬ 
more,  Gage,  Greeley,  Hall,  Hamilton. 
Holt,  Howard,  Jefferscm.  Johnsan.  Knox, 
Lancaster.  Madison.  Merrick,  NaiKe, 
Nemaha,  Nuckolls,  Otoe.  Pawnee, 
•  Pierce,  Platte,  Polk.  Richardson,  Saline. 
Sarpy,  Saunders.  Seward.  Stanton. 
Thayer,  Thurston,  Washington,  Wayne, 
Webster.  Wheeler,  and  York  Counties. 
Nebr!;  and  points  in  Aurora,  Bon 
Homme,  (Biarles  Mix.  Clay,  Davison, 
Douglas,  Hanson.  Hutchinscm.  Lincoln, 
McCook.  Mtzmehaha.  Turner,  Union,  and 
Yankton  Counties  8.  Dak.,  restricted  (1) 
to  a  transportation  service  performed 
under  a  continuing  contract,  or  con¬ 
tracts,  with  Cargill,  Inc.,  located  at  Min¬ 
neapolis,  Minn.,  and  (2)  to  shlpnwnts  of 
not  more  than  28,000  pounds. 

Note. — ^If  a  healing  to  deemed  necessary, 
tbe  appUcant  requests  It  be  hMd  at  either 
Minneapolis  or  St.  Paul,  Minn-  or  Sioux 
City,  Iowa. 

NO.  MC  142882  (Sub-No.  1).  filed  Feb¬ 
ruary  S.  1977.  AppUcant:  EDWARD  M. 
ALLMOND,  doing  business  as  ALL- 
MOND  WRECKER  SE3tVICE.  1604 
Rowe  Avenue.  Jacksonville.  Ha.  32208. 
Applicant’s  representative:  Sol  H.  Proc¬ 
tor.  1101  Blackstone  Building.  Jackson¬ 
ville,  Fla.  32202.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  ,by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  Unsport¬ 
ing:  Wrecked,  damaged,  or  disabled  ve¬ 
hicles  in  wrecker  service  only  and  re¬ 
placement  vehicles,  between  points  in 
Florida,  on  the  one  hand,  an^  on  the 
other,  points  in  Alabama,  Georgia,  North 
Carolina,  South  Carolina,  Tennessee  and 
Virginia. 

Noia. — ^If  a  bearing  to  deemed  neceeaary, 
tbe  applicant  aequeats  it  ba  held  at  Jack- 
aonvUle,  Fla. 

No.  MC  142894  (Sub-No.  1).  filed  Feb¬ 
ruary  2,  19T7.  AppUcant:  (BIARLES 
MILLER,  doing  business  as  MITJJTR 
DELIVERY  SERVICE.  134  Shlnkle 
Street,  nndlay,  Ohio  45840.  AppUcant’s 
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representative:  A.  Charles  TriL  100  East 
Broad  Street,  Columbus,  Ohio  43215. 
Authority  sought  to  opmite  as  a  con¬ 
tract  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  Ir¬ 
regular  routes.  txansp(»ting:  Auto¬ 
mobile  and  truck  panels,  from  Findlay. 
Ohio,  to  Detroit,  Detroit  MetropoUtan 
Airix>rt.  Warren,  and  Willow  Run  Air¬ 
port,  Mich.,  under  contract  with  Find¬ 
lay  Industries,  Inc.,  smd  Superior  Trim 
Company,  restricted  (1)  to  the  use  of 
two-axle  vehicles;  (2)  to  the  transporta¬ 
tion  of  shipments  weighing  2,000  pounds 
or  less:  and  (3)  to  emergency  operations 
with  deliveries  made  within  four  hours 
of  pickup. 

Note. — If  a  bearing  to  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Ckilum- 
bus.  Ohio. 

No.  MC  142895  (8ub-No.  3) ,  filed  Feb¬ 
ruary  15,  1977.  Apf^icant:  EIGHTY 
EIGHT  ENTEaiPRlSES.  INC.,  8100 
South  100  East,  Sandy.  Utah  84070.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  representative:  Irene  Wtur.  430 
Judge  Building,  Salt  Lake  (Bty.  Utah 
84111.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
coafroct  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
Irregular  routes,  transporting;  Brick, 
clay  tile,  reinforcino  steel,  mortar  color¬ 
ing,  lime,  cement  and  Are  brick,  from 
Pueblo.  Boulder  and  Denver. 
Brownwood,  Malakoff,  Elgin,  DenUm 
and  El  Paso,  Tex.;  Sapulpa,  Tulsa,  and 
Oklahoma  (Bty,  Okla. ;  Kanapolts, 
Kans.;  and  Sumas,  Wash.,  to  points  in 
Idaho  and  Utah,  under  contract  with 
Miller  Brick  Sales.  Inc. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  to  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requeata  it  be  held  at  Salt  Lake 
City,  Utah,  or  Waahlngton.  D  C. 

No.  MC  142903,  filed  January  31,  1977. 
Applicant:  P-M  TRANSFER,  INC.. 
P.O.  Box  56.  Lake  Park.  Iowa  51347. 
Applicant's  representative:  James  M. 
Hodge.  1980  Financial  Onter,  Des 
Moines,  Iowa  50309.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
v^icle,  over  irregular  rou^,  trans¬ 
porting:  Anhydrous  ammonia,  in  bulk, 
in  tank  vehicles,  from  the  pipeline  ter¬ 
minals  of  Gulf  Ontral  Pipeline  CTom- 
pany,  located  at  or  near  Spencer  and 
Holstein.  Iowa;  and  David  (Bty,  Nebr.. 
to  points  in  Iowa,  Minnesota.  Nebraska, 
North  Dakota  and  South  Dakota. 

Note. — If  a  bearing  to  deemed  nece.s-sary, 
the  applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  Omaha. 
Nebr.,  or  St.  Paul,  Minn. 

No.  MC  142917.  filed  February  4.  1977. 
Applicant:  CEDAR  TRANSPORTA¬ 

TION,  INC..  P.O.  Box  49.  Stockton,  Calif, 
95201.  Apidlcant’s  representative:  Alan 
Kahn,  1920  Two  Penn  Center  Plaza,  Phil¬ 
adelphia,  Pa.  19102.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  contract  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transpcnl- 
ing:  (1)  Pressed  fireplace  logs,  from  the 
facilities  of  P  A  M  Lumber  Products.  Inc. 
located  in  Falls  Township  (Bucks 
(BMnty).  Pa.,  to  points  in  tbe  United 
States  east  of  a  line  beginning  at  the 
mouth  of  the  Mississippi  River,  and  ex¬ 
tending  along  the  Mississippi  River  to  its 
JuncU(Ki  with  the  western  boundary  of 
Itasca  County.  Minn.,  thence  northward 
along  the  western  boundaries  of  Itasca 
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and  Koochiching  Counties.  Minn.,  to  the 
International  Boundary  line  between  the 
United  States  and  Canada;  and  (2)  ma¬ 
terials  and  supplies  used  in  the  manu¬ 
facture  of  pressed  fireplace  logs,  from 
points  in  the  above  described  destination 
territory,  to  the  above  described  origin 
facilities,  restricted  in  (1)  and  (2)  above 
to  a  service  performed  under  a  continued 
contract  or  contracts  with  P  &  M  Lum¬ 
ber  Products,  Inc.,  and  Durafiame,  Inc. 

Note. — ^If  a  bearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  It  be  beld  at  either 
Philadelphia,  Pa.  or  Washington,  D.C. 

No.  MC  142918,  filed  February  3,  1977. 
Applicant:  CHRISTIE  TRANSFER, 

INC.,  1431  Bedford  Street,  North  Abing- 
ton.  Mass.  02351.  Applicant’s  representa¬ 
tive:  Kenneth  B.  Williams,  84  State 
Street,  Boston,  Mass.  02109.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  contract  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Such  commodities  as  are 
dealt  in  by  wholesale,  retail  and  chain 
grocery  and  food  business  houses  (ex¬ 
cept  in  bulk),  from  the  facilities  of 
Procter  &  Gamble  Manufacturing  Co. 
and  Procter  &  Gamble  Distributing  Co., 
located  In  Quincy,  Mass.,  to  the  facilities 
of  First  National  Stores,  Inc.  located  In 
Windsor  Locks.  Conn.,  tmder  a  continu¬ 
ing  contract  or  contract  with  Procter  U 
Gamble  Manufacturing  Co.  and  Procter 
&  Gkimble  Distributing  Co.  located  In 
Quincy,  Mass. 

Note. — Common  control  may  be  Involved. 
If  a  bearing  U  deemed  neceesary,  the  appli¬ 
cant  requests  it  be  held  at  Boston,  Mass. 

No.  MC  142928,  filed  February  4.  1977. 
AppUcant:  G.  FITZSIMMONS  INC., 
1049  71st  Street,  Brooklyn,  N.T.  11228. 
Applicant’s  representative:  Edward  F. 
Bowes,  167  Fairfield  Road,  P.O.  Box  1409, 
Falrfidd,  N^T.  07006.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  contract  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  Irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Photographic  goods  and  materials 
related  thereto,  between  the  plantsite  of 
Eastman  Kodak  Company,  located  at 
Dayton,  South  Brunswick,  N.J.,  and  New 
Yoik,  N.Y.,  under  a  continuing  c(mtract, 
or  contracts,  with  Eastman  Kodak  Com¬ 
pany. 

Note. — ^If  a  bearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  New 
York,  N.T. 

Passenger  Applications 

No.  MC  141183  (Sub-No.  1) ,  filed  Feb¬ 
ruary  3,  1977.  Applicant:  WESTERN 
'TRAILWAYS  MOTOR  COACH  LINES 
LTD.,  417 — 44th  Street  East,  Saskatoon, 
Saskatchewan,  (Canada  S7K  OV9.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  Fred  Meier  (same 
address  as  applicant) .  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Passengers  and  their  baggage,  in 
round  trip  charter  operations,  beginning 
and  ending  at  ports  of  entry  on  the 
International  Boundary  Line  between  the 
United  States  and  Canada  located  in 
Michigan,  New  York,  Vermont,  New 
Hampshire,  and  Maine,  and  extending 
to  points  in  Alabama,  Arizona,  Arkansas, 
Connecticut,  Delaware,  Florida,  Georgia, 
Indiana,  Kansas,  Kentucky,  Louisiana, 


Maine,  Maryland,  Massachusetts,  Michi¬ 
gan,  Mississippi,  Missouri,  New  Bteunp- 
shlre.  New  Jersey.  New  Mexico,  New 
York,  North  Carolina,  Ohio,  Oklahoma, 
Pennsylvania,  Rhode  Island,  South  Ctoo- 
lina,  Tennessee,  Texas,  Vermont,  Vir¬ 
ginia.  West  Virginia,  Wisconsin  and  the 
District  of  Colmnbia,  restricted  to  charter 
operations  ultimately  originating  and 
terminating  within  the  Province  of  Sas¬ 
katchewan,  Canada. 

Note. — ^If  a  bearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
the  appliccmt  requesta  It  be  beld  at  either 
Fargo,  N.  I>ak..  or  Billings,  Mont. 

No.  MC  142121  (Sub-No.  1),  filed  Jan¬ 
uary  25,  1977.  Applicant:  LEWES 

TOURS,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  511,  Lewes.  Del. 
19958.  Applicant’s  representative:  H. 
James  Conaway,  Jr.,  1401  Market  Tower. 
Wilmington,  Del.  19899.  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Passengers  and  their  baggage  in.  the 
same  vehicle  with  passengers,  in  special 
operations,  limited  to  15  passengers  or 
less,  and  occasional  Incidental  emergency 
commodities  accompanying  passengers 
boarding  or  departing  a  ship  or  air  car¬ 
rier  otherwise  exempt  from  economic 
regulation  pursuant  to  section  203(b)  (9) 
of  the  Interstate  Commerce  Act.  re¬ 
stricted  to  persons  having  an  Imme¬ 
diately  prior  or  subsequent  movement  by 
water  or  air,  (1)  between  Lewes  and 
Slaughter  Beach,  Del.,  on  the  one  hand, 
and.  on  the  other,  Marcus  Hook.  Morris- 
ville,  Chester  and  Philadelphia,  Pa.  (ex¬ 
cept  Philadelphia  Airport),  Westvllle, 
PaulsbOTO,  Camden,  Cape  May.  Newark, 
including  Newark  Airport,  and  Deep¬ 
water,  NJ^..  Baltimore.  Chesapeake,  and 
Baltimore-Washington  International 
Airport,  Md.;  Norfolk,  Washington  Na¬ 
tional  Airport,  and  Dulles  Airport.  Va.; 
and  Kennedy  Airport  and  LaGuardia 
Airport,  N.Y.;  and  points  in  their  respec¬ 
tive  commercial  zones,  and  (2)  between 
Wllmlngtfm,  Del.,  on  the  one  hand,  and, 
(m  the  other,  Chesapeake  CTlty,  Md.,  and 
points  In  their  respective  commercial 
zones. 

Note. — ^If  a  bearing  Is  deemed  neceesary. 
tbe  apidlcant  requests  It  be  beld  at  either 
Washington,  D.C.  or  PbUadelpbla,  Pa. 

No.  MC  142480  (Sub-No.  1).  filed  Jan¬ 
uary  27.  1977.  Applicant:  LES  AUTO¬ 
BUS  DUPONT  LTEE.  240  3eme  Rue, 
Quebec,  P.Q.  GIS  2S8,  Canada.  Ai^ll- 
cant’s  representative:  Guy  Pollguln,  580 
East,  Grande-A116e,  Quebec,  P.Q.  GIR 
2KS,  Canada.  Authority  sought  to  oper¬ 
ate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Passengers  and  their  baggages,  in 
charter  and  special  operations,  from 
ports  of  entry  on  the  Intematicmal 
Boundary  line  between  the  United  States 
and  Canada,  located  in  Maine,  Michigan, 
New  Hampshire,  New  York,  and  Ver¬ 
mont,  to  points  in  the  United  States  (ex¬ 
cept  Alaska  and  Hawaii),  restricted  to 
traffic  originating  at  Quebec,  in  the  Pro¬ 
vince  of  Quebec,  Canada. 

Note. — If  a  bearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  It  be  beld  at  Mont¬ 
pelier,  vt. 


No.  MC  142692  (Sub-No.  2).  filed  Feb¬ 
ruary  4. 1977.  AppUcant:  OHIO  VALLEY 
REGIONAL  TRANSPORTATION  AU¬ 
THORITY,  a  Corporation,  2177  National 
Road,  P.O.  Box  2086,  Wheeling,  W.  Va. 
26003.  Applicant’s  representative:  Paul 
C.  CamiUettl,  Peoples  Federal  Building, 
Wheeling,  W.  Va.  26003.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  regular  routes, 
transporting:  Passengers  and  their  bag¬ 
gage,  between  Wheeling,  W.  Va.,  and 
Shadyslde,  Blaine  and  Rayland,  Ohio, 
serving  idl  intermediate  points:  (1) 
From  Wheeling.  W.  Va„  over  U.S.  High¬ 
way  40  to  Bridgeport,  Ohio,  thence  over 
Ohio  State  Highway  7  to  Shadyslde, 
Ohio,  and  return  over  the  same  route; 
(2)  from  Wheeling,  W.  Va.,  over  U.S. 
Highway  40  to  Bridgeport.  Ohio,  Brook- 
side,  Ohio,  and  Blaine,  Ohio,  and  return 
over  the  same  route;  and  (3)  from 
Wheeling,  W.  Va.,  over  U.S.  Highway  40 
to  Bridgeport,  Ohio,  thence  over  Ohio 
State  Highway  7  to  Martins  Ferry,  Ohio, 
via  Zane  Highway  and  Hanover  Street, 
return  to  Ohio  State  Highway  7  to 
TUtonsvlUe,  Ohio,  YorkvUle,  Ohio,  and 
Rayland,  Ohio,  Maine  Street,  and 
return  over  the  same  route. 

Note. — If  a  bearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  that  It  be  beld  at 
either  Washington,  D.C.  or  Pittsburgh,  Pa. 

No.  MC  142807,  filed  January  4,  1977. 
AppUcant:  NICHOLAS  MARINO  AND 
ANGELINA  MARINO,  doing  business  as 
FARRAGUT  TRAVEL  SERVICE,  1717 
Farragut  Avenue,  Bristol,  Pa.  19007.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  representative:  Angelina  Ma¬ 
rino  (same  address  as  applicant).  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  regular 
routes,  transporting:  Passengers  and 
baggage,  in  the  same  vehicle,  in  special 
and  charter  operations,  (1)  Between 
Bristol,  Pa.,  and  Atlantic  City,  N.J.: 
From  Bristol,  Pa.  over  Pennsylvania 
Highway  413  to  Junction  of  New  Jersey 
Highway  541,  thence  over  New  Jersey 
Highway  541  to  Junction  of  Interstate 
Highway  295,  thence  over  Interstate 
Highway  295  to  Jimction  of  the  Atlantic 
City  Expressway,  thence  over  the 
Atlantic  City  Expressway  to  Atlantic 
City,  N.J.,  (2)  Between  Bristol,  Pa.  and 
the  Newark  Airport,  located  at  Newark, 
N.J.:  Pr<Mn  Bristol,  Pa.  over  the  Pennsyl¬ 
vania  Turnpike  to  the  Jimction  of  the 
New  Jersey  Turnpike,  thence  over  the 
New  Jersey  Turnpike  to  the  Newark  Air¬ 
port,  located  at  Newark,  N.J.;  and  (3) 
between  Bristol,  Pa.  and  the  John  F. 
Kennedy  International  Airport,  located 
in  New  York,  N.Y.:  From  Bristol,  Pa.  over 
the  Pennsylvania  Turnpike  to  the  Junc¬ 
tion  of  the  New  Jersey  Turnpike,  thence 
over  the  New  Jersey  Turnpike  to  Junc¬ 
tion  of  Interstate  Highway  278,  thence 
over  Interstate  278  to  Junction  of  the 
Belt  Parkway,  thence  over  the  Belt  Park¬ 
way  to  the  J(4in  F.  Kennedy  Intema- 
tiCNial  Airport,  located  in  New  York,  N.Y. 

Note. — If  a  bearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
tbe  applicant  requests  it  be  beld  at  either 
Bristol,  Doylestown  or  Pbiladelpbla,  Pa. 

No.  MC  142872,  fUed  January  27,  1977. 
AppUcant:  T.E.S.I.  SAGUENAY  (1974) 
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LTEE.  1354  St.  Paul  Boulevard.  Chl- 
p.Q.  Canada.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Guy  Pollquln,  No.  140,  580 
East  Grande-All^.  Quebec.  P.Q.  Canada. 
Authority  soiight  to  operate  as  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier,  by  motor  veliicle,  over  ir¬ 
regular  routes,  transporting;  Possenpcrs 
and  their  baggage,  in  charter  and  special 
operations,  from  ports  of  entry  on  the 
International  Boundary  line  between  the 
United  States  and  Canada,  located  In 
Maine,  Michigan.  New  Hampshire,  New 
York  and  Vermont,  to  points  in  the 
United  States  (except  Alaska  and  Ha¬ 
waii)  ,  restricted  to  traffic  originating  at 
Hauterive,  Bale-Comeau,  Sept-Bes,  lo¬ 
cated  in  Quebec,  Canada. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
the  apFrilcant  requests  K  be  held  at  Mont¬ 
pelier,  Vt. 

No.  MC  142919,  filed  January  27.  1977. 
Applicant:  SERVKTE  VOYAGEURS 

VAUDREUIL  INC.,  801  Boulevard  Clt6 
des  Jeunes,  Vaudreull  P.Q.  J7V  5VB  Can¬ 
ada.  Applicant’s  representative:  Guy 
Poliquln,  R(x>m  140,  580  East  Orande- 
A116e,  Quebec  P.Q.  GIR  2K3  Canada. 
Authorl^  sought  to  operate  as  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  ir¬ 
regular  routes,  transporting:  Pauengers 
and  their  baggage,  in  charter  and  special 
operations,  from  the  ports  of  entry  on  the 
International  Boundary  line  between  Uie 
United  States  and  Canada  located  at 
points  In  Main,  Michigan.  New  Hamp¬ 
shire,  New  York,  and  Vermont,  to  points 
in  the  United  States  (except  Alaska  and 
Hawaii) ,  restricted  to  traffic  originating 
at  Vaudreull,  in  the  Province  of  Quebec, 
Canada. 

Notk. — If  a  hearing  ia  deemed  neoeeeary, 
the  applicant  requesta  it  be  b^d  at  Mont¬ 
pelier,  Vt. 

Brokev  Application 

No.  MC  130442,  filed  February  3,  1977. 
Applicant:  SHELMONT,  INC.,  1900  West 
Beaver  Street,  Jacksonville,  Fla.  32200. 
AiHillcant’s  representative:  S<d  H.  Proc¬ 
tor,  1101  Blackstone  Building,  Jackson¬ 
ville,  na.  32202.  Authority  sought  to 
engage  in  operatl(m.  In  Interstate  or  for¬ 
eign  commerce,  as  a  broker  at  Jackson¬ 
ville.  Fla.,  Savannah,  Ga.  and  Charles¬ 
ton.  S.C.,  to  sell  or  offer  to  sell  ^e 
transportation  of  General  commodities 
(except  household  goods  as  defined  by 
the  Commission,  livestock.  Classes  A  and 
B  explosives,  commodities  in  bulk  and 
commodities  requiring  special  equip¬ 
ment)  ,  between  points  in  Florida,  Geor¬ 
gia,  and  South  Carolina,  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other,  points  in  the  United 
States  (except  Alaska  and  HawalD . 

Note. — If  a  hearing  la  deemed  neceeeory, 
the  iH>plicant  requeeta  it  be  held  at  Jack- 
Bonvilie,  na. 

Financk  Appucations;  Notics 

The  following  applications  seek  ap¬ 
proval  to  consolidate,  purchase,  merge, 
lease  operating  rights  and  properties,  or 
acquire  control  through  ownership  of 
stock,  ot  ran  carriers  or  motor  carriers 
pursuant  to  Sections  5(2)  or  210a(b)  of 
the  Into^tate  Commerce  Act. 

An  original  and  two  copies  of  protests 
against  the  granting  of  the  requested 
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authority  must  be  filed  with  the  Com¬ 
mission  within  30  days  after  the  date  of 
this  Federal  Register  notice.  Such  pro¬ 
test  shall  comply  with  Special  Rules 
240(c)  or  240(d)  of  the  Commission’s 
General  Rules  of  Practice  (49  CFR 
1100.240)  and  shall  Include  a  concise 
statement  of  Protestant’s  Interest  in  the 
proceeding.  A  copy  of  the  protest  shall 
be  served  concurrently  upon  applicant's 
representative,  or  applicant,  if  no  repre¬ 
sentative  is  named. 

No.  MC-F-12886.  (Amended  notice.) 
Authority  sought  for  control  and  merger 
by  LEI  J.  UMERLEY,  INC,  9813  Phlla- 
dephia  Road,  Baltimore,  MD.,  21237,  of 
the  operating  rights  and  property  of 
BUILDERS  TRANSPORT,  INC.,  RX).  No. 
1,  Box  9.  East  Berlin,  PA.,  17136,  and  for 
acquisition  by  LEO  J.  UMERLEY,  SR. 
also  of  Baltimore,  MD.,  21237,  of  control 
ot  such  rights  and  property  through  the 
transaction.  Applicants’  attorney;  Fran¬ 
cis  J.  Ortman,  7101  Wisconsin  Avenue, 
Suite  605,  Washington,  D.C.  20014.  Op¬ 
erating  rights  sought  to  be  controlled 
and  merged  are  those  described  in  the 
previous  Fkdxxal  RsciSTn  notice  in  this 
proceeding  published  on  July  29,  1976. 
That  previous  notice  described  and  a  iwo- 
poeed  control  transaction  which,  as 
amended,  is  now  a  control  and  merger 
transaction. 

No.  MC-F-13131.  Authority  sought  for 
purchase  by  BEE  LINE  TRANSPORTA¬ 
TION,  INC,  P.O.  Box  3987,  Missoula. 
MT  59801,  of  a  portion  of  the  operating 
rights  of  HOVE  TRUCK  LINE,  P.O. 
Box  98.  Stanhope,  IA  50246,  and  for 
acquisition  by  LOREN  P.  BREWER  and 
JESSIE  A.  BREWER  both  of  Box  399, 
Big  Timber,  MT  59011,  of  control  of  such 
rights  through  the  purchase.  Applicants’ 
attorneys:  Donald  W.  Smith,  Suite  2465, 
One  Indiana  Square,  Indlaniqwlls,  IN 
and  Kenneth  F.  Dudly,  P.O.  Box  279, 
Ottumwa,  IA  52501.  Operating  rights 
sought  to  be  transferred:  Steel  Fence 
Post,  as  a  common  carrier  over  irregular 
routes  from  Chicago  Heights,  Hllncris  to 
points  in  Iowa;  Iron  and  steel  articles 
from  Joliet,  Illinois  to  Fort  Dodge,  Iowa 
and  points  within  one  mile  of  F(xt 
Dodge;  Steel  wire,  barbed  wire,  woven 
wire  fencing,  wire  bale  ties,  wire  nails 
and  spikes,  wire  staples,  wire  fence  stays, 
ste^  fence  posts  and  fence  post  fittings 
from  BartonvUle,  Illinois  to  points  in 
that  part  of  Iowa,  bounded  by  a  line 
beginning  at  the  lowa-Minnesota  State 
Line,  and  extending  south  along  UB. 
Highway  65  to  the  southern  boundary  of 
Cerro  Gordo  and  Hancock  Counties. 
Iowa  to  Jvmctlon  UB.  Highway  69, 
th^ce  akmg  UB.  Highway  60  to  the 
southern  boundary  of  Hamilton  and 
Hardin  Coimties,  Iowa  to  Junction  UB. 
Highway  65,  thence  south  along  UB. 
Highway  65  to  Junction  UB.  Highway  30, 
thence  west  along  UB.  Highway  30  to 
the  lowa-Nebraska  State  Line  and 
thence  north  along  the  west  boundary 
of  Iowa  to  the  lowa-Minnesota  State 
Line  and  thence  east  along  the  lowa- 
Minnesota  State  Line  to  the  point  of 
origin,  including  all  points  on  the  in¬ 
dicated  portions  of  the  highwa>’s  speci- 
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fled,  with  no  transportation  for  compen¬ 
sation  on  return  except  as  otherwise 
authorized;  Fencing,  fence  posts,  and 
bolts,  nuts  and  fittings,  from  Fort  Dodge. 
Iowa  to  points  in  Alabama,  Colorado. 
Georgia.  Illinois,  Indiana,  Kansas,  Ken¬ 
tucky,  Louisiana,  the  lower  Peninsula  of 
Michigan  (except  Detroit).  Minnesota, 
Mississippi,  Missouri,  Nebraska,  North 
Carolina,  North  Dakota,  Ohio.  Pennsyl¬ 
vania,  South  Carolina,  South  Dakota, 
Tennessee,  T^as,  Virginia  and  Wyo¬ 
ming  with  no  transportation  for  com¬ 
pensation  on  return  except  as  otherwise 
authorized. 

Iron  and  steel  articles,  from  Barton- 
ville,  Illinois  to  points  in  Iowa.  Kansiis 
and  South  Dakota;  Iron  and  Steel  Arti- 
clet  iTom  the  Plant  site  of  Jones  and 
Laughlln  Steel  Corporation  located  in 
Putnam  County.  Illinois  to  points  in 
Iowa,  and  Materials,  equipment  and  sup¬ 
plies,  used  in  the  manufacture  and  proc¬ 
essing  of  iron  and  steel  articles,  from 
points  in  Iowa  to  the  plant  site  of  Jones 
and  T  Aiighiin  steel  Corporation  located 
in  Putnam  County,  minois  with  restric¬ 
tions;  Fencing,  fence  posts,  and  bolts, 
nuts  and  fittings,  from  Bartonrille,  Illi¬ 
nois  to  points  in  Colorado,  North  Da¬ 
kota.  Wyoming,  and  points  in  Minnesota 
on  emd  west  of  UB.  Highway  169,  and 
points  in  Nebraska  on  and  west  of  a  line 
from  the  Nebraska-Kansas  line  along 
Nebraska  Highway  15  to  the  Junction  of 
UB.  Highway  30  thence  along  U.S.  High¬ 
way  30  to  the  lowa-Nebraska  State  Line; 
Steel  fence  posts,  from  Chicago  Heights, 
Illinois  to  points  in  Colorado.  Nebraska. 
North  and  South  Dakota,  and  Wyoming, 
points  in  Kansas  (except  points  in  John¬ 
son.  Leavenworth  and  Wyandotte  (Toim- 
tles),  tend  points  in  Minnesota  on  and 
west  of  a  line  from  the  lowa-Minnesota 
State  Line  along  UB.  Highway  65  to  the 
Junctioa  of  Minnesota  Highway  13. 
thence  along  Minnesota  Highway  13  to 
the  Junction  of  Minnesota  Highway  19. 
thence  along  Minnesota  Highway  19  to 
the  Junction  of  Bfinnesota  Highway  15, 
thence  along  Minnesota  Highway  15  to 
the  Jimction  of  Interstate  Highway  94, 
thence  alcmg  Interstate  Highway  94  to 
the  Minnesota-North  Dakota  State  Line; 
Fencing,  fence  poets  and  bolts,  nuts  and 
fittings,  from  JoUet,  Illinois  to  points  In 
C(dorado,  Nebraska,  North  Dakota,  South 
Dakota.  Wymning,  points  In  Kansas  on 
and  west  of  a  line  from  the  Kansas-Ne- 
braska  State  Line  along  U.S.  Highway  75 
to  the  Junction  of  Interstate  Highway  70, 
thence  along  Interstate  Highway  70  to 
the  Junction  of  UB.  Highway  156,  thence 
along  UB.  Highway  156  to  the  Junction 
of  UB.  Highway  183,  thence  along  UB. 
Highway  183  to  the  Kansas-Oklahoma 
State  Line,  and  points  in  Minnesota  on 
ft-nri  west  of  a  line  from  the  Minnesota- 
lowa  State  Line  along  Minnesota  High¬ 
way  22  to  the  Junction  of  Intestate 
Highway  94  thence  along  Interstate 
Highway  94  to  the  Minnesota-North  Da¬ 
kota  State  Line. 

Fencing,  fence  posts,  bolts,  nuts  and 
fittings,  from  Princeton,  Illinois,  to 
points  in  Colorado.  North  Dakota.  South 
Dakota,  Wyoming,  points  in  Kansas  on 
and  west  of  a  line  from  the  Kansas  - 
Nebraska  State  Line  along  UB.  Highway 
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75  to  the  junction  of  Interstate  Highway 
85,  thence  along  Interstate  Highway  85 
to  the  junction  of  U.S.  Highway  77, 
thence  along  U.S.  Highway  77  to  the 
Kansas -Oklahoma  State  Line,  and 
points  in  Nebraska  on  and  south  of  a  line 
from  the  lowa-Nebraska  State  Line  along 
U.S.  Highway  30  to  the  junction  of  Ne¬ 
braska  Highway  31,  thence  along  Ne¬ 
braska  Highway  31  to  the  junction  of 
Nebraska  Highway  50,  thence  along  Ne¬ 
braska  Highway  50  to  the  Nebraska-Iowa 
State  Line,  Vendee  is  authorized  to  op¬ 
erate  as  a  common  carrier  in  Arkansas, 
Colorado,  Illinois,  Indiana,  Iowa,  Kansas, 
Kentucky,  Michigan,  Minnesota,  Mis¬ 
souri,  Montana,  Nebraska,  New  Hamp¬ 
shire,  New  Mexico,  New  York,  North 
Dakota,  Ohio,  Oklahoma,  Pennsylvania. 
South  Dakota,  Tennessee,  Texas,  West 
Virginia,  and  Wisconsin.  Application  has 
not  been  filed  for  temporary  authority 
under  section  210a  <b). 

No.  MC-P-13133.  Authority  sought  for 
control  and  merger  by  McLEAN 
TRUCKING  COMPANY,  617  Waugh- 
town  Street,  P.O,  Box  213,  Winston- 
Salem,  NC  27102,  with  WOLVERINE 
EXPRESS,  INC.,  1875  Roberts  Street, 
Muskegon,  MI  49443.  Applicants’  attor¬ 
neys:  Francis  W.  Mclnemy,  1000  16th 
Street,  NW.,  Washington,  D.C.,  20036 
and  Fred  C.  Culverr  Union  National 
Bank  Bldg.,  Muskegon,  MI  49443.  Oper¬ 
ating  rights  sought  to  be  controlled  and 
merged:  General  commodities,  with  ex¬ 
ceptions  as  a  common  carrier  over  regu¬ 
lar  routes  between  Traverse  City,  Mich., 
and  Chicago,  Ill.,  serving  all  intermedi¬ 
ate  points  and  the  off-route  points  of 
Spring  Lake,  Coopersville,  Fountain, 
Baldwin,  Aetna,  Crystal  Valley,  Walker- 
ville,  Klondike,  Interlocken,  Bravo,  Cov¬ 
ert,  Dennison,  Fruitport,  Custer,  Hes¬ 
peria,  Wooster,  Mears,  Meads,  Ferry, 
Arcadia,  Macatowa,  Pullman,  Nunica, 
Free  Soil,  Walhalla,  Bitely,  Brohman, 
Cobmoosa,  Volney,  Grant,  Frankfort, 
Pearl,  Baroda,  and  Hamilton,  Mich.,  and 
Todd  Farm,  located  in  Allegan  County, 
Mich.;  Between  Pennville,  Mich.,  and 
Junction  Michigan  Highway  89  and  U.S. 
Highway  31;  serving  all  intermediate 
points;  and  the  off-route  points  of 
Spring  Lake,  Coopersville,  Fountain, 
Baldwin,  Aetna,  Crystal  Valley,  Walker- 
ville,  Klondike,  Interlocken,  Bravo,  Cov¬ 
ert,  Dennison,  FruitpOTt,  Custer,  Hes¬ 
peria,  Wooster,  Mears,  Meads,  Ferry, 
Arca^,  Macatawo,  Pullman,  Nimica, 
Free  Soil,  Walhalla,  Bitely,  Brohman, 
Cobmoosa,  Volney,  Grant,  Frankfort, 
Pearl,  Bai^a,  and  Hamilton,  Mich.,  and 
Todd  Farm  located  in  Allegan  County, 
Mich.;  Between  Saint  Joseph,  Mich., 
and  the  Michigan-Indiana  State  line; 
serving  all  Intermediate  points  and  the 
off-route  points  of  8t»ing  Lake,  Coop¬ 
ersville,  Foimtain,  Baldwin,  Aetna,  Crys¬ 
tal  Valley,  Walkenille,  Klmdike,  In¬ 
terlocken,  Bravo,  Oo^rt,  Dennison, 
Fruitport,  Custer,  Hesperia,  Wooster, 
Mears,  Meads,  Ferry,  Arcadia,  Maca- 
tav^  Pullman,  Nunica,  Free  Soil,  Wal¬ 
halla,  Bitely,  Brohman,  Cobmoosa,  V(d- 
ney.  Grant,  Frankfort,  Pearl,  Baroda, 
and  Hamilton.  Mich*  and  Todd  Farm, 
located  in  Allegan  County,  Mich.;  Be¬ 


tween  Cleveland,  Ohio,  and  Grand 
Haven  and  Muskegon,  Mich.,  serving  the 
Intermediate  points  of  Toledo,  Ohio, 
Jackson  and  Grand  Rapids,  Mich.,  un¬ 
restricted;  and  all  other  intermediate 
points  restricted  to  pickup  and  delivery 
of  truckload  lots  only,  as  follows: 

Prom  Cleveland  over  U.S.  Highway  20 
to  jimction  Ohio  Highway  120,  thence 
over  Ohio  Highway  120  to  Toledo,  Ohio, 
thence  over  U.S.  Highway  23  to  Dundee, 
Mich.,  thence  over  Michigan  Highway  50 
to  Eaton  Rapids,  Mich.,  thence  over 
Michigan  Highway  99  to  Lansing,  Mich., 
thence  over  U.S.  Highway  16  to  junction 
Michigan  Highway  104,  thence  over 
Michigan  Highway  104  to  Grand  Haven, 
and  return  over  the  same  route;  Prom 
Cleveland  over  the  above-specified  route 
to  Toledo,  thence  over  U.S.  Highway  223 
to  junction  U.S.  Highw'ay  127,  thence  over 
UJS.  Highway  127  to  Lansing,  Mich., 
thence  over  U.S.  Highway  16  to  junction 
Michigan  Highway  66,  thence  over  Mich¬ 
igan  Highway  66  to  junction  Michigan 
Highway  44,  thence  over  Michigan 
Highway  44  to  junction  U.S.  Highway 
131,  thence  over  U.S.  Highway  131  to 
Grand  Rapids,  Mich.,  thence  over  UJ5. 
Highway  16  to  junction  U.S.  Highway 
31,  and  thence  over  U.S.  Highw'ay  31  to 
Muskegon,  and  return  over  the  same 
route;  Between  Toledo,  Ohio,  and  Flint, 
Mich.,  serving  the  intermediate  points 
of  Ann  Arbor  and  Pontiac,  Mich.,  un¬ 
restricted;  and  all  other  intermediate 
points  restricted  to  pick  up  and  delivery 
of  truckload  lots  only,  as  follows:  Prom 
Toledo,  over  U.S.  Highway  24  to  Pon¬ 
tiac,  Mich.,  thence  over  U.S.  Highway 
10  to  Flint,  and  return  over  the  same 
route:  Prom  Toledo  over  UJS.  Highway 
23  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  16,  thence 
over  U.S.  Highway  16  to  Howell,  Mich., 
and  thence  over  an  unnumbered  high¬ 
way  via  Highland  and  Holly,  Mich.,  to 
Flint,  and  return  over  the  same  route; 
Between  Sturgis,  Mich.,  and  Kalamazoo, 
Mich.,  serving  tne  intermediate  points 
of  Jackson  and  Battle  Creek,  Mich.,  un¬ 
restricted;  and  all  other  Intermediate 
points  restricted  to  pick  up  and  delivery 
of  truckload  lots  only;  and  the  off -route 
points  within  two  miles  of  Kalamazoo 
unrestricted;  Between  Marshall,  Mich., 
and  Coldwater,  Mich.,  serving  all  Inter¬ 
mediate  points;  Between  Grand  Rapids, 
Mich.,  and  Holland,  Mich.,  serving  all 
intermediate  points;  Between  Greenville, 
Mich.,  and  Belding,  Mich.,  serving  all 
intermediate  points;  Between  Muskegon, 
Mich.,  and  Toledo,  Ohio,  serving  all  In¬ 
termediate  points;  Between  Grand 
Haven,  Mich.,  and  Grand  Rapids,  Mich., 
serving  all  intermediate  points;  Between 
Grand  Rapids,  Mich.,  and  Jackson, 
Mich.,  serving  all  Intermediate  points; 
and  the  off-route  points  within  two 
miles  of  Kalamazoo,  Mich. 

Between  Mt.  Pleasant,  Mich.,  and 
Lansing,  Mich.,  serving  all  intermediate 
points;  Between  Grand  Rapids,  Mich., 
and  Clare,  Mich.,  serving  all  intermediate 
points;  and  the  off-route  points  of 
Mecosta,  Rodney,  Coral,  Lincoln  Lakes, 
and  Trufant,  Mich.;  Between  junction 
U.S.  Highway  131  and  Mecosta  Ooimty 
unnumbered  highway  (at  Borland, 


Mich.),  and  Big  Rapids,  Mich.,  serving 
no  intermediate  points;  Between  junc¬ 
tion  U.S.  Highway  131  and  Michigan 
Highway  114  (approximately  nine  miles 
north  of  Grand  Rapids,  Mich.)  and 
junction  Michigan  Highway  114  and 
U.S.  Highway  16  (at  Cascade,  Mich.), 
serving  no  intermediate  points;  Between 
Strugis,  Mich.,  and  Niles,  Mich.,  re¬ 
stricted  to  traffic  moving  between  points 
in  Illinois  and  Indiana  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other,  points  in  Ohio,  serving 
no  intermediate  points;  Empty  motor 
vehicle  equipment,  between  Flint,  Mich., 
and  Lansing,  Mich.,  serving  no  inter¬ 
mediate  points;  Between  Eaton  Rapids, 
Mich.,  and  junction  Michigan  Highway 
99  and  U.S.  Highway  12  (east  of  Albion, 
Mich.),  serving  no  intermediate  points; 
General  commodities,  with  exceptions, 
serving  the  site  of  the  plant  of  the 
Bowman  Feed  Products,  Inc.  located 
approximately  four  miles  east  of  Sauga- 
tuck,  Mich.,  as  an  off-route  point  in  con¬ 
nection  with  carrier’s  authorized  opera¬ 
tions  between  Holland,  and  Saugatuck, 
Mich.;  General  commodities,  with  ex¬ 
ceptions,  between  the  junction  of  U.S. 
Highway  20  and  U.S.  Highway  12,  about 
two  miles  east  of  Gary,  Ind.,  and  junc¬ 
tion  U.S.  Highway  12  and  Indiana  High¬ 
way  212,  serving  no  intermediate  points; 
Between  the  junction  of  Michigan 
Highway  50  and  Michigan  Highway  52, 
near  Tipton,  Mich.,  and  junction 
Michigan  Highway  52  and  U.S.  High¬ 
way  223  at  Adrain,  Mich.,  serving  no 
intermediate  points;  General  com¬ 
modities,  with  exceptions,  serving  the 
site  of  the  plant  of  General  Motor 
Corporation,  Euclid  Division,  located  on 
Ohio  Highway  91  near  Harrow  ville 
(Summit  County) ,  Ohio,  as  an  off-route 
point  in  connection  with  carrier's  au¬ 
thorized  regular-route  operations  to  and 
from  Cleveland,  Ohio. 

General  commodities,  with  exceptions. 
Serving  the  site  of  the  Ford  Motor  Com¬ 
pany’s  Lorain  Assembly  Plant,  located 
at  the  intersection  of  Baumhardt  Road, 
U.S.  Highway  6  and  Ohio  Highway  2, 
Brownhelm,  Lorain  County,  Ohio,  as  an 
off -route  point  in  connection  with  car¬ 
rier’s  regular  route  operations  to  and 
from  Cleveland,  Ohio;  General  com¬ 
modities,  with  exceptions  Serving  the 
site  of  the  Consmners  Power  Company 
plant.  Port  Sheldon  Township,  Ottawa 
Coimty,  Mich.,  as  an  off-route  point  in 
connection  with  carrier’s  authorized  reg¬ 
ular-route  operations;  General  com¬ 
modities,  with  exceptions.  Serving  the 
site  of  cirand  Valley  State  College,  ap¬ 
proximately  seven  miles  west  of  Grand 
Rapids,  Mich.,  and  points  within  two 
miles  thereof,  as  off -route  points  in  con¬ 
nection  with  carrier’s  authorized  opera¬ 
tions  to  and  fr(xn  Grand  Rapids,  Mich., 
other  than  the  Allendale,  Bfich.,  Post 
Office  and  points  within  one  mile  there¬ 
of;  General  commodities,  with  excep¬ 
tions,  Serving  the  terminal  of  A.C.E. 
Freight,  Inc.,  located  at  junction  Ohio 
Highway  8  and  Twinsburg  Road,  In 
Northfield  Township,  Summit  County, 
Ohio,  as  an  off-route  point  In  connectimi 
with  carrier’s  regular  route  operations, 
for  the  purpose  of  Interchange  of  traffic; 
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Alternate  Routee  tor  Operating  Con¬ 
venience  Only:  Geyieral  commodities. 
with  exceptions,  between  specified  points 
in  Michigan;  serving  no  intermediate 
points,  as  follows:  from  Junction  Mich¬ 
igan  Highway  46  and  U.S.  Highway  27, 
two  miles  south  of  Forest  Hill,  Mich., 
over  Michigan  Highway  46  to  junction 
U.S.  Highway  131,  three  miles  north  of 
Howard  City.  Mich.,  and  return  over  the 
same  route;  Prom  Greenville  over  Mich¬ 
igan  Highway  57  to  jimction  U.S.  High¬ 
way  131,  thence  over  U.S.  Highway  131 
to  Junction  Michigan  Highway  57  at 
Cedar  Springs,  Mich.,  thence  over  Mich¬ 
igan  Highway  57  to  Junction  Michigan 
Highway  46  at  Casnovia,  Mich.,  thence 
over  Michigan  Highway  46  to  Muskegon, 
and  return  over  the  same  route;  From 
Saint  Johns  over  Michigan  Highway  21 
to  Grand  Rapids,  and  return  over  the 
same  route;  General  commodities,  with 
ezowtlons.  Between  Scottvllle,  Mich., 
and  Reed  Cl^,  Mich.,  in  cmmection  with 
carrier’s  otherwise  authorized  regular 
route  operations,  serving  no  intermediate 
pt^ts;  between  Reed  City,  Mich.,  and 
Clare,  Mich.,  In  connection  with  carrier’s 
otherwise  authorized  regular  route  .op¬ 
erations,  serving  no  Intermediate  points; 
Beans,  over  Irregular  routes  from  points 
in  Idlchigan  to  points  In  Ohio  and  Penn¬ 
sylvania. 

Fertilzer.  Prom  Toledo,  Ohio,  to  points 
in  Michigan;  Forgings,  from  Lansing, 
BClch.,  to  Toledo,  Canton.  Cleveland, 
and  Hamilton,  Ohio;  Steel,  automdbile 
parts,  and  machine  parts,  from  Canton 
and  Massillon.  Ohio,  to  Lansing,  Mich.; 
Return  with  no  transportation  for  com¬ 
pensation  except  as  otherwise  author¬ 
ized  to  the  above  specified  origin  points; 
Rough  iron  castings,  in  shipments  of 
not  less  than  12,000  pounds,  from  South 
Haven,  Mich.,  to  Cleveland.  Ohio;  Dam¬ 
aged  defective,  rejected,  or  returned 
shipments,  of  the  commodities  specified 
Immediately  above,  from  Cleveland. 
Ohio,  to  South  Haven.  Mich.;  General 
commodities,  with  exceptions,  between 
points  In  Michigan  on  the  nine  regular 
routes  first  described  herein,  on  the  one 
hand,  and.  on  the  other.  Wilmette,  North 
dilcago.  Crystal  Lake.  Sycamore, 
Geneva,  Lockport,  Joliet,  and  Chicago 
Heights,  m.,  and  points  In  the  Chicago, 
HL,  Commercial  Zone  as  defined  by  the 
Commission;  Steel  castings,  automobile 
parts,  machinery,  and  patterns  used  In 
the  manufacture  thereof,  between  Lans¬ 
ing,  Mich.,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the 
other,  points  In  Ohio;  Baby  foods,  from 
Fremont,  Mich.,  to  points  in  that  part 
of  Ohio,  on  and  east  of  UB.  Highway  42 
extending  from  Cleveland.  Ohio,  through 
Medina  to  Mansfield,  Ohio  and  on  and 
north  of  UB.  Highway  30  extending: 
from  Mansfield,  through  Canton.  (Xilo, 
to  the  Ohlo-Pennsylvania  State  line, 
with  no  transportation  for  compensa¬ 
tion  on  return  except  as  otherwise 
authorized. 

Roofing  and  roofing  materials  and 
roofing  supplies;  from  Cleveland,  Ohio, 
to  p>oint8  in  that  part  of  MlchlgEin  on 
and  east  of  a  line  beginning  at  Detroit, 
Mich.,  and  extending  along  U.S.  High¬ 
way  10  through  nint,  Mich.,  to  Junction 
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Michigan  Highway  46.  thence  along 
Michigan  Highway  46  throLigh  Merrill. 
Mich.,  to  Junction  U.S.  Highway  27. 
thence  along  n.S.  Highway  27  through 
Clare,  Mich.,  to  Junction  Michigan  High¬ 
way  61.  thence  along  Michigan  Highway 
61  through  Gladwin,  Mich.,  to  Junction 
U.S.  Highway  23.  and  thence  along  U.S. 
Highway  23  to  l^inaw  Bay  at  or  near 
Au  Gres.  Mich.,  with  no  transportation 
for  compensation  on  return  except  as 
otherwise  authorized;  Calcium  chloride 
(except  in  bulk),  from  Ludington  and 
Midland,  Mich.,  to  points  in  Illinois.  In¬ 
diana,  and  Ohio,  with  no  transpcutatlon 
for  compensation  on  return  except  as 
otherwise  authorized;  General  commod¬ 
ities,  with  exceptions  over  regular  and 
irregular  routes.  Between  points  in  Ca- 
yahoga  County.  Ohio,  and  Junction  UB. 
Highway  21  and  CBdo  Highway  18,  serv¬ 
ing  West  Richfield.  Ohio,  and  points 
within  four  miles  there<tf .  as  intermedi¬ 
ate  and  off-route  points,  with  restriction. 
Vendee  Is  authorized  to  operate  as  a 
ccmunon  carrier  in  Alabama,  Arkansas, 
Connecticut,  Delaware,  District  of  Co¬ 
lumbia,  Florida,  Georgia,  nihuris,  In¬ 
diana,  Iowa,  Kansas,  Kentucky,  Louisi¬ 
ana,  Maine,  Maryland,  Massachusetts. 
Michigan,  Minnesota.  Missouri.  Missis¬ 
sippi.  Nebraska,  New  Hampshire,  New 
Jersey,  New  Yoik,  North  Carolina,  C^o, 
Pennsylvania,  Rhode  Island,  South  Car¬ 
olina,  Tennessee,  Texas,  Vermont,  Vir¬ 
ginia,  West  Virginia,  and  Wisconsin.  Ap¬ 
plication  has  not  been  filed  for  tempo¬ 
rary  authority  imder  sectiim  210(b). 

No.  MC-P-131S8.  Authority  sought  for 
control  by  RICE  TRUCK  LINES,  1627 
'Third  Street  NW..  Great  Falls,  Mont., 
59403  of  Figol  Distributors,  Limited. 
11710-156  Street,  Edmcmton.  Alberta 
Canada,  TSM  3N2,  and  for  acgulettkm 
by  John  S.  Rice,  20  Prospect  Drive.  Great 
Falls.  MT..  50405,  J.  Michael  Rice,  2 
Prospect  Way.  Great  Falls,  MT.,  59405, 
and  Patrick  W.  Rice.  16  Prospect  Drive, 
Great  Falls,  MT.,  59405.  of  control  of 
Flgtd  Distributors  Llmlt^,  through  the 
acquisition  by  John  S.  Rice,  J.  Michael 
Rice,  and  Patrick  W.  Rice.  Applicant’s 
attorney  and  representatives:  Marion  F. 
Jones  and  Richard  S.  Mandelson,  1600 
Lincoln  Center,  1660  Lincoln  Street, 
Denver,  CO.,  80264  and  Michael  C.  Rod¬ 
ney,  27th  Floor,  Alberta  Telei^one 
Tower,  Edmonton.  Alberta.  (Canada.  Op¬ 
erating  rights  sought  to  be  controlled: 
Nickel,  In  drums,  as  a  contract  carrier 
over  Irregular  routes  from  ports  of  entry 
on  the  United  States-(7anada  Boimdary 
line  located  at  or  near  Sweetgrass,  M<mt., 
Northport,  Idaho,  and  Siunas,  Washing¬ 
ton.  to-  Seattle,  Washington,  Portland, 
Oreg.,  San  Francisco,  Calif.,  and  points 
In  Los  Angeles  County,  Calif.,  with  no 
transportation  for  compensation  on  re¬ 
turn  except  as  otherwise  authorized,  with 
restrictions;  bananas,  as  a  common  car¬ 
rier  over  Irregular  routes  from  Long 
Beach,  Calif.,  to  ports  of  entry  on  the 
United  States-Canala  Boimdary  line  lo¬ 
cated  In  Wsishlngton,  Idaho,  and  M(m- 
tana,  with  no  transportatlcm  for  com¬ 
pensation  on  return  except  as  otherwise 
authorized,  with  restrictions;  meats, 
meat  products,  and  meat  by-products. 
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and  articles  distributed  by  meat  packing¬ 
houses.  as  described  In  section  A  and  C 
of  Awjendix  I  to  the  report  In  Descrip¬ 
tions  in  Motor  Carrier  Certificates.  61 
M.C.C.  209  and  766.  in  vehicles  equipped 
with  mechanical  refrigeration,  from 
points  on  the  United  States-Canada 
Boundary  line  located  in  Idaho  and  Mon¬ 
tana.  to  points  in  California,  with  no 
transportation  for  compensation  on  re¬ 
turn  except  as  otherwise  authorized, 
from  ports  of  entry  on  the  United  States- 
Canada  Boundary  line  located  in  Idaho, 
Montana  and  Washington,  to  points  in 
Washington.  Oregon.  Montana,  and 
Idaho,  with  no  transportation  for  com¬ 
pensation  on  return  except  as  otherwise 
authorized,  with  restrictions. 

Beer,  malt  liquors,  trine,  and  distilled 
alcoholic  beverages.  In  containers,  from 
points  In  California,  to  ports  of  entry  on 
the  United  States-Canada  Boundary  line, 
l(x»ited  In  Washington.  Idaho,  and  Mon¬ 
tana,  with  no  transportatlMi  for  com¬ 
pensation  on  return  except  as  otherwise 
authorized,  with  restrictions;  frozen 
fruits,  frozen  berries,  frozen  vegetables, 
frozen  pies,  and  frozen  concentrated 
fruit  juices  and  beverage  preparations. 
from  points  In  California  to  ports  of 
entry  on  the  United  States-Canada 
Boundary  line,  located  In  Washington. 
Idaho,  and  Montana,  with  no  transpor¬ 
tation  for  compensatimi  <m  return  ex¬ 
cept  as  otherwise  authorized,  with  re¬ 
strictions;  frozen  prepared  foods,  from 
points  in  California,  to  ports  of  entry  on 
the  United  States-Canada  Boimdary 
line,  located  In  Washingtim,  Idaho,  and 
Montana,  with  no  transportation  for 
compoisation  on  return  except  as  other¬ 
wise  authorized,  with  restrictions;  plas¬ 
tic  articles,  from  ports  of  entry  on  the 
United  States-Canada  Boundary  line, 
located  In  Idaho.  Montana,  and  Wash- 
ingtmi.  to  points  in  California,  Idaho. 
Montana,  Oregon,  and  Washington,  with 
no  transportation  for  cmnpensatlon  on 
return  except  as  otherwise  authorized, 
with  restrlctlmis;  bananas,  frcxn  Seattle. 
Wash.,  to  ports  of  entry  on  the  Uhlted 
States-Canada  Boundary  line  located  In 
Washlngtmi.  Idaho,  and  Montana,  with 
no  transportation  for  compensation  on 
return  except  as  otherwise  authorized, 
with  restrictions;  foodstuffs  (except  in 
bulk),  from  prints  In  California,  Ore¬ 
gon,  and  Washington  to  ports  of  entry 
(m  the  United  States-Canada  Boundary 
line  located  In  Washington.  Idaho,  and 
Montana,  with  no  transportation  for 
c(xnpensatl(m  on  return  except  as  other¬ 
wise  authorized,  with  restrictions;  Yucca 
extract.  In  vehicles  equipped  with  me¬ 
chanical  refrigeration,  from  Porterville, 
Calif.,  to  points  ot  entry  on  the  United 
States-Canada  Boundary  line  located  In 
Washington,  Idaho,  and  Montana,  with 
no  transportation  for  compensaticm  on 
return  except  as  otherwise  authorized, 
with  restrictions.  Vendee  Is  authorized 
to  (H>erate  as  a  common  carrier  In  Ari¬ 
zona,  Arkansas,  California,  Colorado, 
Idaho,  Illinois,  Iowa,  Kansas,  Kentucky, 
Louisiana,  Minnesota,  Missouri.  Mlssis- 
sln>i.  Montana,  Ndt>raska,  Nevada,  New 
Mexico.  North  Dakota,  CBclahoma.  Ore¬ 
gon.  SonUi  Dakota,  Tennessee.  Texas. 
Utah,  Washlngtrii,  Wisconsin,  and  Wy- 
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omlng.  Application  has  been  filed  for 
temporary  authority  under  section 

210aa)). 

No.  MC-F-13148.  Authority  sought  tor 
purchase  by  MDERAL  FREIGHT  SYS¬ 
TEM,  INC.,  a  non-carrier,  30650  Carter 
Road,  Solon,  OH  44139,  of  the  operating 
rights  and  properties  of  PYank  Wil¬ 
liams  Transfer  &  Storage  Co.,  P.O.  Box 
1142,  Mansfield,  OH  44901,  and  for  ac- 
ouisition  by  Bobbie  Brooks,  Inc.,  3830 
Kelley  Avenue,  Cleveland,  OH  44114, 
of  control  of  such  rights  through  the 
purchase.  Applicants’  attorneys:  John 
P.  McMahon.  Suite  1800,  100  E.  Broad 
St.,  Columbus.  OH  43215  and  Michael  M. 
Briley,  1200,  300  Madison  Avenue,  Tol¬ 
edo,  OH  43603.  Operating  rights  sought 
to  be  transferred:  Plumber’s  supplies  and 
materials,  enamelware,  stoves  and  stove 
ptuts,  refrigerators,  lix>n  sand,  chilled 
shot,  machinery,  and  empty  cereal  bev¬ 
erage  containers,  as  a  common  carrier 
over  irregular  routes  between  Mansfield, 
Ohio  and  points  within  5  miles  thereof, 
on  the  one  hand  and,  on  the  other,  St. 
Louis,  Mo.,  Louisville,  Ky.,  Detroit,  AHch., 
and  points  In  Illinois,  Indiana,  Maryland, 
New  Jersey,  Pennsylvania,  New  York, 
Virginia,  and  West  Virginia;  Stoves  and 
stove  parts,  from  Mansfield,  Ohio  to 
points  In  Alabama,  Arkansas.  Connecti¬ 
cut.  Delaware,  Florida,  Georgia,  Iowa, 
Kentucky.  Louisiana.  Maine.  Massachu¬ 
setts,  Michigan.  Minnesota,  KCsslssli?pl, 
Missouri.  New  Hampshire.  North  Caro¬ 
lina.  Rhode  Island.  South  Carolina,  Ten¬ 
nessee,  Vermont,  Wisconsin,  and  the  Dis¬ 
trict  of  Coliunbla,  with  restrictions; 
empty  containers  and  pallets,  used  In 
connection  with  the  transportation  of 
stoves  and  stove  parts,  and  damaged,  de¬ 
fective,  traded-ln,  and  repossessed  stoves, 
from  the  respective  above-specified  des¬ 
tination  points  In  Mansfield.  Ohio,  and 
Murray.  Ky.;  uncrated  stoves,  and  stove 
parts  when  their  transportation  Is  In¬ 
cidental  to  the  transportation  of  such 
stoves,  between  Mansfield,  Ohio,  on  the 
one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  8t.  Louis, 
Mo.,  and  points  In  Illinois,  Indiana,  Mich¬ 
igan,  Ohio,  and  Wisconsin;  stoves,  and 
stove  parts  when  their  transportation  Is 
Incidental  to  the  transportation  of  such 
stoves,  between  Murray,  Ky..  cn  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  In  Mary¬ 
land.  New  Jersey,  New  York,  Pennsyl- 
vania.  Virginia,  and  West  Virginia. 

Refrigerators,  freezers,  and  kltchbn 
equlinnent  and  appliances  (except  stoves 
and  stove  parts)  when  moving  In  the 
same  vehicle  and  at  the  same  time  as 
stoves  or  stove  parts,  from  the  plant  of 
the  'l^ppan  Company  at  Mansfield,  Ohio, 
to  points  in  Kentucky  (except  Louis¬ 
ville),  Michigan  (except  Detroit),  Mis¬ 
souri  (except  (except  St  Louis) .  Tennes¬ 
see,  and  Wisconsin,  with  no  transp>orta- 
tlon  for  compensation  on  return,  except 
as  otherwise  authorized,  from  the  plant 
of  the  Tappan  Company  at  Murray,  E:y.. 
to  points  In  Arkansas,  Illinois,  Indiana, 
Maryland,  Michigan,  Mississippi,  Mis¬ 
souri,  New  Jersey,  New  Yoik,  North  Car¬ 
olina,  Ohio,  Pennsylvania.  South  Caro¬ 
lina,  Tennessee.  Virginia,  West  Virginia 
and  Wisconsin,  with  no  transportation 
for  compensation  on  return,  except  as 


otherwise  authorized;  refrigerators,  and 
freezers,  from  Galesburg.  HL.  to  the  plant 
of  the  Tappan  Company  at  Murray.  Ky., 
with  no  transportation  for  compensation 
on  return,  except  as  otherwise  author¬ 
ized;  stove  parts,  from  T.imn,  and  Leb¬ 
anon,  Ohio,  Lacrosse,  Wls.,  and  Chicago 
and  Mount  Vernon,  HI.,  to  the  plant  of 
The  Tappan  Company  at  Murray,  Ky., 
with  no  transportation  for  compensation 
on  return,  except  as  otherwise  author¬ 
ized;  Dies,  used  In  the  manufacture  of 
stove  parts,  between  the  plant  of  the 
Tappan  Company  at  Murray,  Ky..  on  the 
one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  Lima  and 
Lebanon,  Ohio,  LaOosse,  Wise.,  Chicago 
and  Moimt  Vermon,  HI.,  Indianapolis  and 
North  Vernon,  Ind.,  and  Lebanon,  Tenn.; 
plumber’s  supplies  and  materials  and 
enamelware,  frmn  Shelby,  Ohio  to  Louis¬ 
ville,  Ky..  Detroit,  Mich.,  and  St  Louis, 
Mo.,  and  points  In  Illinois,  Indiana, 
Maryland,  New  Jersey,  New  York,  Penn¬ 
sylvania.  Virginia  and  West  Virginia  with 
no  transportation  for  compensation  on 
return  except  as  otherwise  authorized, 
from  CThlcago,  HI.,  to  Shelby,  Ohio,  with 
no  transportation  for  compensation  on 
return  except  as  otherwise  authorized. 

Stoves,  stove  parts,  refrigerators, 
freezers,  kitchen  equipment,  and  kitchen 
appliances,  from  l^elby,  Ohio,  to  Mur¬ 
ray,  Ky.,  Brookfield,  Wls.,  and  points  in 
Illinois,  Indiana,  Michigan,  New  Jersey. 
New  York,  Pennsylvania,  and  those  In 
Arlington  County,  Va.,  with  no  trans¬ 
portation  for  compensation  on  return  ex¬ 
cept  as  otherwise  authorized;  ventilating 
hoods,  from  Freeland,  Pa.,  to  Shelby, 
Ohio,  with  no  transportation  for  eexn- 
pensatlon  on  return  except  as  otherwise 
authorized;  pdumbers  supi^les  and  ma¬ 
terials,  and  enamelware,  between  Shelby 
and  Mansfield,  Ohio,  on  the  one  hand, 
and.  on  the  other,  points  In  Kaitucky 
(except  Louisville,  and  points  In  its  c<Mn- 
mercial  one  as  defined  by  the  Commis¬ 
sion.  and  points  In  Kentucky  within  the 
Cincinnati,  Ohio  Comm^xial  2;one  as  de¬ 
fined  by  the  Commission),  with  restric¬ 
tions;  plumbers’  suiH^Ues  and  materials, 
from  Shelby,  Ohio,  to  points  In  Wiscon¬ 
sin,  with  no  traniQ>ortatlon  for  com¬ 
pensation  on  return  except  as  otherwise 
authorized.  FEDERAL  FREIGHT  SYS¬ 
TEM,  INC.,  holds  no  authority  from  this 
Commission.  However,  it  Is  a  sister  cor¬ 
poration  to  Brooks  Transportation.  Inc., 
an  Interstate  contract  carrier  under  Per¬ 
mit  No.  MC-139254  authorized  to  operate 
between  points  In  title  United  States  (ex¬ 
cept  points  In  Alaska,  Hawaii,  Maine, 
Montana,  North  Dakota,  South  Dakota, 
Vermont  and  Wyoming) .  Application  has 
been  filed  for  temporary  authority  under 
section  210a (b). 

No.  MC^-F-13149.  Authority  sought  for 
control  by  TIDEWATER  INLAND  EX- 
PRESS,  INC..  dJ}.a.  TXE..  Rehoboth 
Boulevard.  Milford  DE.,  19963.  of  (B) 
A.C.U.  Tran^xirt,  Inc.,*  and  (BB) 
HALL’S  EXPRESS  SERVICE,  INC.,  both 
of  131  East  Broad  Street,  Utica,  N.Y., 
13501.  and  for  acquisition  by  L.  J. 


*  Wots.— AXLU.  TBAMBPORT,  XKC.  (form- 
«rt7  JACK  AMD  JXU.  EXFBMBS.  IMO.)  MO- 
97996  (Sub-no.  9)  Is  a  dlnetlj  related  matter. 


TiTSHON,  JR.,  Andover  Rd..  Newtown 
Square,  PA..  19073,  of  control  of  (B) 
A.C.U.  TRANSPORT,  INC.  and  (BB) 
HALLS  EXPRESS  SERVICE.  INC., 
through  the  acquisition  by  L.  J.  LISHON, 
JR.  Applicants’  attorney:  Jack  R.  Tur¬ 
ney,  Jr.,  2001  Massachusetts  Avenue. 
N.W.,  Washington  D.C.,  20036.  Operating 
rights  sought  to  be  controled:  (B)  Under 
a  certificate  of  registration  In  Docket  No. 
MC  97995  (Sub-No.  2) ,  covering  the 
transportation  of  general  commodities, 
as  a  common  carrier.  In  interstate  com¬ 
merce,  within  the  State  of  New  York, 
and  (BB)  General  commodities,  with  ex¬ 
ceptions  as  a  common  carrier  over  ir¬ 
regular  routes  between  points  and  places 
in  Madison,  Oneida,  and  Onondaga 
Counties,  N.Y.;  general  commodities, 
with  exceptions  as  a  common  carrier 
over  regular  routes  between  Utica,  N.Y., 
and  Little  Palls,  N.Y.,  serving  the  inter¬ 
mediate  points  of  Frankfort,  Hion,  Mo¬ 
hawk,  and  Herkimer,  N.Y.,  between  Lit¬ 
tle  Palls,  N.Y.,  and  Canada  Lake,  N.Y., 
serving  al  Intermediate  points.  Vendee  Is 
authorized  to  operate  as  a  common  car¬ 
rier  In  New  York,  New  Jersey,  Delaware, 
Pennsylvania,  Maryland,  and  the  District 
of  Columbia.  Application  has  been  filed 
for  temporary  authority  imder  section 
210a(b). 

No.  MC-F-13152.  Authority  sought 
for  purchase  by  J.  Miller  Express, 
Inc.,  962  Greentree  Road,  Pittsburgh, 
PA.,  15220,  of  a  portion  of  the  <v- 
erating  rights  of  Modem  Transfer  Co., 
Inc.,  an  alleged  Bankrupt,  Alan  M. 
Black  Receiver,  502  Turner  Street, 
Allentown.  PA.,  18102,  and  for  acquisi¬ 
tion  by  Walter  Enick,  also  of  Pittsburgh, 
PA.,  15220,  of  control  of  such  rights 
through  the  purchase.  Applicants’  at¬ 
torneys:  Alan  Kahn,  Suite  1920,  2  Penn 
Center  Plaza,  Philadelphia.  PA..  19102, 
and  Alexander  N.  Rubin,  Jr..  1800  Penn 
Mutual  Tower,  Philadelphia,  PA..  19106. 
Operating  rights  sought  to  be  trans¬ 
ferred:  Iron  and  steel  articles,  and 
equipment  and  supplies  used  or  useful  In 
the  production  and  distribution  of  such 
articles,  as  a  common  carrier  over  irregu¬ 
lar  routes  between  the  plant  site  of  the 
Bethlehem  Steel  Corporation,  located  at 
Bums  Harbor,  Potter  County,  Ind.,  on 
the  one  hand,  and  on  the  other,  points  In 
Illinois,  Iowa,  Michigan,  Minnesota, 
Ohio,  and  Wisconsin,  with  restrictions. 
Vendee  is  authorized  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier  in  Connecticut,  Dela¬ 
ware,  the  District  of  CX)lumbla,  Hlinols, 
Indiana,  Iowa,  Kentucky,  Maine.  Mary¬ 
land,  Massachusetts,  Michigan,  Minne¬ 
sota,  Missouri,  New  Hampshire,  New 
Jersey,  New  York,  North  Carolina,  Ohio, 
Pennsylvania,  Rhode  Island,  Tennessee, 
Vermont,  Virginia,  West  Virginia,  and 
Wisconsin.  Application  has  been  filed 
for  temporary  authority  under  section 
210a(b). 

No.  MC-F-13153.  Authority  sought  for 
COTitrol  by  MCCARTHY  TRUCK  LINE, 
INC.,  17th  and  Harris  Avenue,  Trenton, 
MO..  64683,  of  (B)  EAST  NEBRASKA 
MOTOR  FREIGHT.  INC..  723  South  12th 
Street.  Omaha,  NB..  68102,  and  (BB) 
KRUSE  TRANSPORTAnON  COM- 
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PANY,  INC.,  723  South  12th  Street, 
Omaha.  NB.,  68102  and  for  the  acqxilai- 
tion  of  control  by  JAMES  M.  MC¬ 
CARTHY,  1103  East  17th,  Trenton.  MO., 
64683  EAST  NEBRASKA  MOTOR 
FREIGHT,  INC.  and  KRUSE  TRANS¬ 
PORTATION  COMPANY,  DTC..  through 
the  acquisition  by  MCCARTHY  TRUCK 
LINE,  INC.  Contr(d  is  sought  through 
acquisition  all  outstanding  capital 
stock  of  G.  R.  DEVELOPMENT  CO.,  1221 
Baltimore  Avenue,  Kansas  City,  MO., 
64105,  from  J.  R.  CONNELL,  4537  West 
Poinsetta  Drive.  Glendale,  AZ.,  85304. 

G.  R.  DEVELOPMENT  CO.,  owns  all  of 
the  outstanding  capital  stock  of  EAST 
NEBRASKA  MOTOR  FREIGHT,  INC. 
and  BOIUSE  TRANSPORTATION  COM¬ 
PANY,  INC.  Ai^llcant’s  attorney:  Earl 

H.  Scudder,  Jr..  P.O.  Box  82028,  Lincoln, 
NB..  68501  and  Brian  Ridenour,  P.O.  Box 
82028,  Linc<^  NB..  68501.  Operating 
rights  of  East  Nebraska  Motor  Freight. 
Inc.,  sought  to  be  contndled:  (1)  Gen¬ 
eral  ccHnmodities,  with  exceptions  as  a 
common  carrier  over  regular  routes  be¬ 
tween  Omaha,  Nebraska  and  Utica,  Ne¬ 
braska.  serving  the  intermediate  and  off- 
route  points  of  Lincoln,  Milford,  Beaver 
Crossing  and  Goehner,  Nebraska.  fitHn 
Omaha  over  U.S.  Highway  6  via  Linc<^n 
and  Milford,  Nebraska,  to  Juncticm  un¬ 
numbered  highway,  three  miles  west  of 
MUford.  Nebraska,  thence  over  unnum¬ 
bered  highway  via  Beaver  Crossing, 
Nebraska,  to  Junction  U.S.  Highway  34, 
thence  over  U.S.  Highway  34  to  Utica, 
and  return  over  the  same  route:  from 
Omaha  over  the  above-specified  route  to 
Lincoln,  Nebraska,  thence  over  Nebraska 
Highway  2  to  Utica  and  return  over  the 
same  route,  with  restrictions.  Operating 
rights  of  Kruse  Transportation  Ccmpany, 
Inc.  sought  to  be  controlled  are  cont^ed 
in  a  Certificate  of  Registration:  General 
c(Mnmodlties,  (except  those  requiring 
special  equipment) ,  over  irregular  routes, 
from  points  within  a  25  mile  radius  of 
Waterloo,  Nebraska  to  and  from  Omaha, 
and  occasionally  to  various  points  with 
150-mile  radius  of  Waterloo,  Nebraska. 
Also,  from  Yutan,  Nebraska,  and  vicinity 
to  and  from  Omaha;  operations  limited 
to  and  from  various  points  within  a  50 
mile  radius  of  Yutan.  Vendee  is  au¬ 
thorized  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier 
in  Missouri,  Kansas,  Nebraska,  Iowa, 
Illinois,  Minnesota,  Indiana  and  Wiscon¬ 
sin.  Appllcatl<m  has  been  filed  for  tem¬ 
porary  authority  under  section  210a(b) . 

Note. — ^MC-121540  (Sub-No.  4)  la  a  directly 
related  matter. 

No.  MC-F-13154.  Authority  sought  for 
purchase  by  SHAFFER  TRUCKING, 
INC.,  U.S.  Highway  11  North  (P.O.  Box 
418) .  New  Kingstown,  PA  17072  of  the  op¬ 
erating  rights  of  TEMPCO  TRANSPOR¬ 
TATION.  INC.,  P.O.  Box  254,  Plainfield. 
IN  46168,  and  f<H'  acquisition  by  DUANE 
W.  ACKLIE,  ot  Lincoln.  NE,  of  contrc^ 
of  such  rights  through  the  purchase. 
Applicants'  attorney:  William  A.  C^est- 
nutt,  1776  P  Street.  N.W.,  Washington. 
D.C.  20006.  Operating  rights  sought  to 
be  transferred:  Various  specified  com¬ 
modities  (Including  fresh  meats,  packing^ 
house  products,  dressed  poultrjf,  butter, 
oteo-margarine,  eggs,  paper,  storage  baU 


teries,  salad  dressing,  beans  and  bean 
bags,  dairy  products,  stationery,  adver¬ 
tising  matter,  salt,  sheet  steel,  sheet  steel 
pipe,  gutters  and  fittings,  petroleum 
products,  oils  and  greases,  corrugated 
fiber  products,  pulpboard,  fiberboard, 
chipboard,  strawboard  papers,  semi- 
processed  wire,  screen  wire  cloth,  used 
empty  steel  drums  and  containers,  meats, 
meat  products  and  meat  by-products  and 
articles  distributed  by  meat  packing¬ 
houses,  as  described  in  Section  A  and  C 
of  Appendix  I  to  the  report  in  Descrip¬ 
tions  in  Motor  Carrier  Certificates,  61 
M.C.C.  209  and  766  (except  cinnmodities 
in  bulk),  bananas,  frozen  foods,  cheese 
products,  frozen  meats,  prepared  flour, 
icing  mixes,  canned  goods,  foodstuffs, 
drugs,  plastic  and  rubber  articles,  as  a 
common  carrier  over  regular  and  irregu¬ 
lar  routes,  frmn,  to  and/or  between  points 
in  the  United  States  (except  Alaska. 
Hawaii,  Idaho.  Montana.  North  Dakota. 
South  Dakota  and  Wyoming)  as  more 
specifically  described  in  MC-119669  and 
subs  th«eto.  Ihe  foregoing  does  not  pur- 
pmt  to  be  a  cmnplete  and  precise  de¬ 
scription  of  all  of  the  operating  rights  of 
vendor.  The  foregoing  summary  is  be¬ 
lieved  to  be  sufficient  for  purposes  of 
public  notice  regarding  the  nature  and 
extent  of  vendor’s  operating  rights, 
without  stating  in  full  the  entirety  there¬ 
of.  Vendee  is  authorized  to  cerate  as  a 
common  carrier  throughout  the  United 
States  (except  Alaska  and  Hawaii).  Ap- 
plicaticHi  has  been  filed  for  temporary 
authority  under  section  210a(b) . 

No.  MC-P-13156.  Authority  sought 
for  purchase  by  ARKANSAS-BEST 
FREIGHT  SYSTEM.  INC.,  301  South 
11th  Street.  Port  Smith,  AR,  72901,  ot  a 
portion  of  the  operating  rights  of  WEST¬ 
ERN  GILLETTE,  INC.,  1077  Gorge  Blvd., 
Akron,  OH,  44309,  and  for  su;quisltion 
by  ARKANSAS-BEST  CORPORATION, 
1000  South  21st  Street,  Fort  Smith,  AR. 
72901,  of  control  of  such  rights  through 
the  purchase.  Applicant’s  attorneys: 
Thomas  Harper,  510  North  Greenwood, 
P.O.  Box  43.  Port  Smith,  AR.  72902,  and 
William  O.  'Turney,  Suite  1010,  7101  Wis¬ 
consin  Ave.,  Washington,  D.C.,  20014. 
Operating  rights  sought  to  be  trans¬ 
ferred:  Under  Docket  No.  MC-8948  (Sub- 
No.  105)  covering  General  cinnmoditles 
with  the  usual  exceptions,  as  a  common 
carrier  over  regular  routes:  (1)  between 
Birmingham,  Ala.,  and  Nesbit,  Miss., 
serving  Tupelo.  Miss.,  as  an  intermediate 
point  for  the  purpose  of  Joinder  only: 
from  Birmingham  over  U.S.  Highway  78 
to  Junction  Alabama  Highway  5  at  or 
near  Jasper,  Ala.,  thence  over  Alabama  5 
to  Junction  U.S.  Highway  278,  thence 
over  UB.  Highway  278  to  Hamilton,  Ala., 
thence  over  U.S.  Highway  78  to  'Tupelo, 
Miss.,  thence  over  Mississippi  Highway  6 
to  BatesvUle,  Miss.,  thence  over  Missis¬ 
sippi  Highway  51  to  Nesbit  (also  from 
Juncticm  Mississippi  Highway  6  and  In¬ 
terstate  Highway  55  over  Interstate 
Highway  55  to  Nesbit).  and  return  over 
the  same  route.  (2)  Between  Piedmont, 
Ala.,  and  'Tupelo,  Miss.,  serving  Piedmont 
and  'Tupelo  for  the  purpose  of  Joinder 
only:  from  Pledmcmt  over  U.S.  Highway 
278  to  Hamilton.  Ala ,  and  thence  over 


U.S.  Highway  78  to  'Tupelo,  and  return 
over  the  same  route.  (3)  Between  Gads¬ 
den.  Ala.,  and  Birmingham.  Ala.:  frmn 
Gadsden  over  U.S.  Highway  11  (also  over 
Interstate  Highway  59)  to  Birmingham, 
and  return  over  the  same  route.  (4)  Be¬ 
tween  Memphis,  Tenn.,  and  Nesbit,  Miss., 
serving  no  intermediate  points  and  serv¬ 
ing  Banks.  Eudora,  Prichard,  Savage,  and 
Arkabutla,  Miss.,  as  (^-route  points: 
fitHU  Memi^ls  over  U.S.  Highway  51 
(also  over  Interstate  Highway  55)  to 
Nesbit.  and  return  over  the  same  route. 
(5)  Between  Atlanta.  Ga.,  and  Piedmont. 
Ala.,  serving  Piedmont  for  the  purpose  of 
Joinder  cmly:  from  Atlanta  over  U.S. 
Highway  278  to  Piedmont,  and  return 
over  the  same  route. 

(6)  Between  Memphis,  Tenn.,  and  'Tu¬ 
pelo,  Miss.,  as  an  alternate  route  for  op¬ 
erating  convenience  only,  serving  no  in¬ 
termediate  points  and  serving  'Tupelo  for 
the  purpose  of  Joinder  only:  from  Mem¬ 
phis  over  U.S.  Highway  78  to  'Tupelo,  and 
return  over  the  same  route.  (7)  Between 
Memphis,  'Tenn.,  and  Junction  Alabama 
Highway  67  and  U.S.  Highway  31  at  or 
near  Decatur,  Ala.,  as  an  alternate  route 
for  operating  convenience  only,  serving 
no  intermediate  p<rint8  and  serving  the 
intersection  of  Alabama  Highway  67  and 
U.S.  Highway  31  for  the  purpose  of 
Joinder  only:  from  Memphis  over  U.S. 
Highway  72  to  Junction  Alternate  U.S. 
Highway  72,  thence  over  Alternate  U.S. 
Highway  72  to  Junction  U.S.  Highway  31. 
and  thence  over  U.S.  Highway  31  to  Junc¬ 
tion  Alabama  Highway  67.  and  return 
over  the  same  route.  (8)  Between  Gads¬ 
den.  Ala.,  and  Junction  Alabama  High¬ 
way  67  and  U.S.  Highway  21  at  or  near 
Decatur,  Ala.,  serving  the  intersections 
of  Alabama  Highway  67  and  U.S.  High¬ 
way  31  for  purposes  of  Joinder  only: 
from  Gadsden  over  U.S.  Highway  278  to 
Junction  UB.  Highway  231,  thence  over 
UB.  Highway  231  to  Junction  Alabama 
Highway  67.  thence  over  Alabama  High¬ 
way  67  to  Juncticxi  U.S.  Highway  31,  and 
return  over  the  same  route.  Serving  in 
connection  with  Routes  1  through  8  all 
intermediate  points  in  Alabama  within  65 
miles  of  Birmingham,  and  all  other  points 
in  Alabama  within  65  miles  of  Birming¬ 
ham,  including  Birmingham,  as  off -route 
points.  Restriction:  All  service  authorized 
in  connection  with  Routes  1  through  8  is 
restricted  to  the  transportation  of  ship¬ 
ments  moving  from,  to,  or  through  Mem¬ 
phis,  Tenn.;  and  over  iregular  routes: 

Between  Atlanta,  Ga.,  and  those  points 
in  that  part  of  Georgia  bounded  by  a 
line  beginning  at  the  Junction  of  Georgia 
Highways  61  and  20,  at  or  near  Carters- 
ville,  Ga..  and  extending  east  along 
Georgia  Highway  20  to  Junction  UB. 
Highway  41-19  at  or  near  Hampton, 
Ga..  thence  south  along  U.S.  Highway 
41-19  to  Junction  Georgia  Highway  16, 
at  or  near  GrifBn.  Ga..  thence  west 
along  Georgia  Highway  16  to  Junction 
Alternate  U.S.  Highway  27,  southeast  of 
Newnan,  Ga.,  thence  in  a  northwesterly 
direction  along  Alternate  UB.  Highway 
27  to  Junction  Georgia  Highway  166  at 
or  near  Carrollton.  Ga.,  thence  in  a 
northeasterly  direction  alcxig  Georgia 
Highway  166  to  Junction  Georgia 
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Highway  61,  and  thence  north  along 
Georgia  Highway  61  to  Junction  Georgia 
Highway  20,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on 
the  other.  Piedmont,  Ala.,  serving  Pied¬ 
mont  for  purposes  of  joinder  only:  re¬ 
stricted  to  the  transportation  of  ship¬ 
ments  moving  from,  to,  or  through 
Memphis,  Tenn.  Vendee  is  authorized  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier  in  Alabama, 
Arkansas,  Connecticut,  Georgia,  Illinois, 
Indiana,  Iowa,  Kansas,  Kentucky,  Loui¬ 
siana,  Maine,  Massachusetts,  Mississippi, 
Missouri,  New  Jersey,  New  York,  North 
Carolina,  Ohio,  Oklahoma,  Pennsyl¬ 
vania,  Rhode  Island,  South  Carolina, 
Tennessee,  Texas,  Virginia,  West  Vir¬ 
ginia,  and  Wisconsin.  AppUcants  state 
that  this  application  is  directly  related 
to  MC-F-13067.  Roadway  Express,  Inc. — 
Control  and  Merger-Western  Gillette, 
Inc..  MC-F-13157,  CampbeU  •‘Sixty-Six 

Express,  Inc. — Purchase  (Portion) 

Western  Gillette,  Inc.;  MC-F-13158,  The 
Chief  Freight  Lines  Company — Purchase 
(Portion) — Western  Gillette,  Inc.;  MC- 
F-13169.  Churchill  Truck  Lines,  Inc. — 
Purchase  (Portion) — Western  Gillette, 
Inc.;  MC-F-13160,  Gordons  Transports. 
Inc. — Purchase  (Portion) — Western  Gil¬ 
lette,  Inc.,  and  MC-F-13161,  Graves 
Truck  Line,  Inc. — Purchase  (Portion)  — 
Western  Gillette,  Inc.  Application  has 
been  filed  for  temporary  authority 
imder  section  210a(b) . 

No.  MC-F-13157.  Authority  sought 
for  purchase  by  CAMPBELL  “SIXTY- 
SIX  EXPRESS.  INC.,  2333  East  Traffic- 
way,  P.O.  Box  807,  Springfield,  MO, 
65801,  of  a  portion  of  the  operating  rights 
of  WESTERN  GILLETTE,  INC.,  1077 
Gorge  Boulevard,  P.O.  Box  471,  Akron, 
OH,  44309,  and  for  acquisition  by  F,  G. 
CAMPBELL,  P.O.  Box  807,  Springfield, 
MO,  65801  of  control  of  such  rights 
thrtHigh  purchase.  Applicants’  attorneys: 
Phlneas  Stevens,  P.O.  Box  22567,  Jack- 
son,  MO,  39205,  and  William  O.  Turney, 
Suite  1010,  7101  Wisconsin  Avenue, 
Washington,  D.C.,  20014,  Operating 

rights  sought  to  be  transferred:  General 
commodities  with  the  usual  exceptions, 
under  Docket  No.  MC-8948,  over  regular 
routes  (1)  Between  Oklahoma  City, 
Okla.,  and  Tulsa,  Okla.,  serving  all  inter¬ 
mediate  points  over  U.S.  Highway  66  and 
(2)  The  site  of  the  Douglas  Bomber 
Plant  and  site  of  American  Airlines 
Modification  plant  approximately  3  miles 
from  Tulsa,  Okla.,  as  off-route  points. 
Vendee  is  authorized  to  operate  as  a 
ccxnmon  carrier  in  Alabama,  Arkansas, 
Georgia,  Indiana,  Illinois.  Iowa,  Kansas, 
Kentucky,  Louisiana,  Mississippi,  Mis¬ 
souri,  Nebraska,  New  York,  Ohio,  Okla¬ 
homa,  Pennsylvania,  Tennessee,  Texas, 
and  Wisconsin.  Applicants  state  that 
the  aw>lication  is  directly  related  to 
MC-P-13067,  Roadway  Express,  Inc. — 
Control  and  Merger — Western  Gillette, 
Inc.;  MC-F-13156,  Arkansas-Best 
Freight  System,  Inc. — Purchase  (Por¬ 
tion) — Western  Gillette,  Inc.',  MC-F- 
13158,  The  Chief  Freight  Lines  Company 
— Purchase  (Portion) — Western  Gil¬ 
lette.  Inc.;  MC-F-13160,  Gordons  Trans¬ 
ports.  Inc. — Purchase  (Portion) — West¬ 
ern  Gillette,  Inc.;  MC-F-13161,  Graves 


Truck  Line,  Inc. — Purchase  (Portion) — 
Western  Gillette,  Inc.;  and  MC-F-13159, 
Churchill  Truck  Lines,  Inc. — Purchase 
(Portion) — Western  Gillette.  Inc.  Ap- 
plicatimi  has  beai  filed  fM*  temporauy 
authority  under  section  210a(b). 

No.  MC-F-13158.  Authority  is  sought 
for  purchase  by  The  CHIEF  FREIGHT 
LINES,  INC.,  2401  North  Harvard  Ave., 
Tulsa,  OK,  74115,  of  a  portion  of  the 
operating  rights  of  WESTERN  GIL¬ 
LETTE,  INC.,  1077  Gorge  Boulevard,  Ak¬ 
ron,  OH,  44309,  and  for  acquisition  by 
J.  E.  BTITH  and  LLOYD  STITH,  2401 
North  Harvard  Ave.,  Tulsa,  OK,  74115, 
of  control  of  such  rights  through  the  pur¬ 
chase.  Applicants’  attorneys:  Carl  L. 
Steiner,  39  South  La  Salle  6t.,  Chicago, 
Hi,  60603,  and  William  O.  Turney,  Suite 
1010,  7101  Wisconsin  Ave.,  Washington, 
D.C.  20014.  Operating  rights  sought  to  be 
transferred:  Under  Docket  No.  MC-8948, 
General  commodities  with  the  usual  ex¬ 
ertions,  ova*  regular  routes  (1)  Between 
Tulsa,  OK,  and  Chlci^,  H,  serving  the 
intermediate  points  of  Joplin,  Spring- 
field,  and  St.  Louis,  MO,  and  those  in 
Oklahoma  and  intermediate  and  off- 
route  points  in  the  Jrlin,  MO,  Tulsa, 
OK,  and  Chicago,  H,  commercial  zones, 
from  Tulsa  over  UH.  Highway  66  to 
Joplin,  Mo.,  thence  over  UH.  Highway 
66  to  junction  Alternate  U.S.  Highway 
71,  thence  over  Alternate  UH.  Highway 
71  to  Carthage,  Mo.,  and  thence  over 
U.S.  Highway  66  to  Chicago,  and  return 
over  the  same  route.  From  Tulsa  to 
Carthage  as  specified  in  the  paragraph 
next  above,  thence  over  UH.  Highway 
66  to  jimction  Illinois  Highway  48,  thence 
over  Illinois  Highway  48,  to  Fullerton, 
HI.,  thence  over  UH.  Highway  54  to 
Onarga,  HI.,  thence  over  UH.  Highway 
45  to  Kankakee,  HI.,  and  thence  over 
Business  Route  UH.  Highway  54  to  junc¬ 
tion  U.S.  Highway  54,  thence  over  U£. 
Highway  54  to  Chicago,  and  return  over 
the  same  route.  (2)  Between  jimction 
UH.  Highway  166  and  unnumbered 
highway,  approximately  7  miles  east  of 
Joplin,  Mo.,  and  Atlas.  Mo.,  serving  no 
intermediate  points:  From  junction  U.S. 
Highway  166  and  unnumbered  hlgdiway, 
approximately  7  miles  east  of  Joplin, 
over  imnumbered  highway  to  Atlas,  and 
return  over  the  same  route.  (3)  Between 
Joplin,  Mo.,  and  Springfield.  Mo.,  serv¬ 
ing  no  Intermediate  points:  From  Jop¬ 
lin  over  U.S,  Highway  166  to  Springfield, 
and  return  over  the  same  route.  Vendee 
is  authorized  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier  in  Kansas.  Missouri,  Oklahoma, 
and  Texas.  Applicants  state  that  this 
application  is  directly  related  to  MC-F- 
13067,  Roadway  Express,  Inc. — Control 
and  Merger — Western  Gillette,  Inc.; 
MC-F-13156,  Arkansas-Best  Freight 
System,  Inc. — Purchase  (Portion)  — 
Western  Gillette.  Inc.;  MC-F-13157, 
Campbell  “Sixty-Six”  Express,  Inc. — 
Purchase  (Portion) — Western  Gillette, 
Pnc.;  MC-F-13159,  Churchill  Truck 
Lines.  Inc. — Purchase  (Portion) — West¬ 
ern  Gillette,  Inc.;  MC-P-13160,  Gordons 
Transports.  Inc. — Purchase  (Portion)  — 
Western  Gillette.  Ine.;  MC-P-13161, 
Graves  Truck  Lines,  Inc. — Purchase 
(Portion) — Western  Gillette,  Inc.  Ap- 


idJcatlon  has  been  filed  for  temporary 
authority  under  section  210a(b). 

No.  MC-F-13159.  Authority  is  sought 
for  purchase  by  CHURCHILL  TRUCK 
LINES,  INC.,  U.S.  Highway  36  West. 
P.O.  Box  250,  Chllllcothe,  MO,  64601,  of 
a  portion  of  the  operating  rights  of 
WESTERN  GILLETTE.  INC.,  1077 
Gorge  Boulevard,  P.O.  Box  471,  Akron, 
OH,  44309,  and  for  acquisition  by  KEN¬ 
NETH  F.  CHURCHILL.  HERBERT  V.  ‘ 
CHURCHILL,  PAUL  E.  CHURCHUL, 
LOUISE  A.  ATKINS,  and  HAROLD  L 
ATKINS,  all  of  P.O.  Box  250,  ChlUicothe. 
MO,  64601,  of  control  of  such  rights 
through  purchase.  Applicants’  attorneys : 
Prank  W.  ’Taylor,  Jr.,  Suite  600,  1221 
Baltimore  Ave.,  Kansas  City.  MO,  64105, 
and  William  O.  Turney,  Siilte  1010,  7101 
Wisconsin  Ave.,  Washington,  D.C.  20014. 
Operating  rl^ts  sought  to  be  trans¬ 
ferred:  General  commodities  with  the 
usual  exceptions,  over  reerular  routes  (1) 
Between  Vlnlta,  Okla.,  and  Kansas  City, 
Mo.,  serving  the  intermediate  point  of 
Kansas  City,  Kans.,  and  those  in  Okla¬ 
homa,  and  the  off -route  point  of  North 
Kansas  City,  Mo.:  from  Vlnita,  Okla. 
over  UB.  Highway  69  to  junction  U.S. 
Highway  166,  thence  over  UJS.  Highway 
166  to  Baxter  Springs,  Kans.,  thence  over 
U.S.  Highway  66  to  junction  Kansas 
Highway  26  <near  Riverton,  Kans.), 
thence  over  Kansas  Highway  26  to  Crest¬ 
line,  Kans.,  thence  over  U.S.  Highway  69 
via  Godfrey,  Kans.,  to  Elansas  City, 
Kans.,  and  thence  over  city  streets  to 
Kansas  City,  Mo.,  and  return  over  the 
same  route.  (2)  Between  Vlnlta,  Okla., 
and  Kansas  City.  Mo.,  serving  the  Inter¬ 
mediate  point  of  Kansas  City,  Kans., 
and  those  in  Oklahoma,  and  the  off- 
route  point  of  North  Kansas  City,  Mo.-: 
from  Vinita,  Okla.  over  Oklahoma  High¬ 
way  2  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  59, 
thence  over  UJS.  Highway  59  to  Chetopa, 
Kans.,  thence  over  U.S.  Highway  166  to 
jtmetion  UJS.  Highway  69,  thence  over 
U.S.  Highway  69  to  Godfrey,  Kans.,  to 
Kansas  City.  Kans.,  and  thence  over  city 
streets  to  Kansas  City,  Mo.,  and  return 
over  the  same  route.  Prom  Vinita  as 
specified  Immediately  above  to  junction 
UJS.  Highway  166  and  UB.  Highway  69, 
thence  over  UB.  Highway  69  to  junction 
Kansas  Highway  7  (near  Columbus, 
Kans.),  thence  over  Kansas  Highway  7 
to  Go^rey,  Kans.,  thence  over  UB. 
Highway  69  to  Kansas  City,  Kans.,  and 
thence  over  city  streets  to  Kansas  City, 
Mo.,  and  return  over  the  same  route. 

(3)  Between  Dallas,  Tex.,  and  Vinita, 
Okla.,  serving  all  Intermediate  points: 
from  Dallas  over  U.S.  Highway  75  to 
Denison,  Tex.,  thence  over  U.S.  Highway 
69  to  junction  unniunbered  higdiway. 
thence  over  unnumbered  highway  via 
McAlester,  Okla.,  to  junction  UB.  High¬ 
way  69,  thence  over  U.8.  Highway  69  to 
junction  unnumbered  highway,  thence 
over  yinniimbpred  highway  Okay, 
Okla.,  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  69, 
thence  over  UB.  Highway  69  to  Vlnlta, 
and  return  over  the  same  route.  (4)  Be¬ 
tween  Dallas  and  Port  Worth,  Tex.,  aerv- 
Ing  all  points:  from  Dallas  over  Texas 
Highway  114  to  Grapevine.  Tex.,  thence 
over  Texas  Highway  121  to  Fort  Wevth. 
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and  return  over  the  same  route.  Vendee 
is  authorized  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier  in  Missoiul,  Dlinots,  Iowa,  Kan- 
sas,  and  Indiana.  Apidicants  state  that 
this  i4H>Ucatton  is  directly  related  to 
MC-P-13067,  Roadtoaw  Express,  Inc. — 
Control  and  Merger — Western  GiUette, 
Inc.,  and  MC-P-13156,  Arkansas-Best 
Freight  System,  Inc. — Purchase  (.Por¬ 
tion) — Western  GiUette,  Inc.;  MC-P- 
13157,  CampbeU  "Sixty-SisT  Express, 
Inc. — Purchase  (Portion)  — Western  Gil¬ 
lette,  Inc.;  MC-P-13158,  The  Chief 
Freight  Lines  Company — Purchase  (Por¬ 
tion) — Western  Gillette,  Inc.;  MC-P- 
13160,  Gordons  Transports,  Inc. — Pur¬ 
chase  (Portion) — Western  GiUette,  Inc., 
and  MC-P-13161,  Graves  Truck  Usne, 
Inc. — Purchase  (Portion) — Western  Gil¬ 
lette,  Inc.  Application  has  been  filed  for 
temporary  authority  under  section  210a 
(b). 

No.  MC-P-13160.  Authority  soufidit  for 
purchase  by  GORDONS  TRANSPORTS, 
INC..  185  West  McLemore,  Memphis,  TN. 
38101,  of  a  portion  of  the  (H>eratlng 
rights  of  WESTERN  GILLETTE.  INC.. 
1077  Gorge  Blvd.,  P.O.  Box  471,  Akrtm. 
OH,  44309,  and  for  acquisition  by  A.  W. 
GORDON,  JR.,  M.  M.  GORDON.  JOHN 
K.  GORDON,  185  West  McLemore  Ave¬ 
nue.  Memphis.  TN,  38101.  of  control  of 
such  rights  through  the  purchase.  Appli¬ 
cants’  attorneys:  Phineas  Stevens.  P.O. 
Box  22567.  Jackson.  MS.  39205,  and  Wil¬ 
liam  O.  Turney,  Suite  1010,  7101  Wiscon¬ 
sin  Avenue,  WashlngUm,  D.C..  20014. 
Operating  rights  sought  to  be  trans¬ 
ferred:  General  commodities  with  tiie 
xisual  exceptions,  over  regular  routes:  (1) 
Between  Dallas,  Texas,  and  Galveston, 
Texas,  serving  all  Intermediate  points 
and  points  In  the  Houston.  Texas,  omn- 
merclal  zone,  except  La  Porte;  from  Dal¬ 
las  over  U.S.  Hl^way  75  to  HousUm. 
thence  over  Texas  Highway  3  to  Junctlmi 
U.S.  Highway  75,  thence  over  U.S.  High¬ 
way  75  to  Galveston  and  return  over  the 
same  route  and  (2)  Between  Dallas. 
Texas  and  Galveston,  Texas,  serving  no 
intermediate  points;  from  Dallas,  over 
U.S.  Highway  175  to  Athens,  Tex.,  thence 
over  Texas  Highway  19  to  Palestine, 
Tex.,  thence  over  UB.  Highway  287  to 
Crockett,  Tex.,  thence  over  Texas  Hlidi- 
way  19  to  Himtsville.  Tex.,  thence  over 
UB.  Highway  190  to  PolntUank.  Tex., 
thence  over  Texas  Highway  156  to  Cold- 
spring,  Tex.,  thence  over  Texas  Highway 
150  to  Shepherd.  Tex.,  thence  over  U.S. 
Highway  59  to  Houston.  Tex.,  thence  over 
Texas  Highway  3  to  Junction  U.S.  High¬ 
way  75,  and  thence  over  U.S.  Highway 
75  to  Galveston,  'and  return  over  the 
same  route.  Vradee  Is  authorized  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier  in  Alabama, 
Arkansas.  Georgia,  Illinois.  Indiana. 
Iowa,  Kentucky,  Louisiana,  Minnesota. 
Mississippi,  Missouri,  Ohio,  Oklahoma, 
Tennessee,  Texas,  Wisconsin,  and  West 
Virginia.  Applicants  state  that  this  ap¬ 
plication  is  directly  related  to  MC-P- 
13067.  Roadway  Express,  Inc.— Control 
and  Merger — Western  GiUette,  Inc.; 
MC-F-13156,  Arkansas-Best  Freight  Sys¬ 
tem,  Inc. — Purchase  (Portion) — West¬ 
ern  Gillette.  Inc.;  MC-P-13157,  CampbeU 
“Sixty-Six”  Express.  Inc. — Purchase 


(Portion) — Western  Gillette.  Inc.;  MC- 
F-13158.  The  Chief  Freight  Lines,  Inc. — 
Purchase  (Portion) — Western  GiUette, 
Inc.;  MC-F-131S59.  ChnrcAOZ  Truck 
Lines,  Inc. — Purchase  (Portion) — West¬ 
ern  GUUtte,  Inc;  MC-F-1S161.  Graves 
Truck  Line,  Inc. — Purchase  (Portion)  — 
Western  Gillette,  Inc.  Application  has 
been  filed  for  temporary  authority  imder 
section  210a(b). 

No.  MC-F-13161.  Authority  sought  fM* 
purchase  by  GRAVES  TRITCK  LINE, 
INC..  2130  South  CXilo  St.  P.O.  Drawer 
1387,  RaHni^  Kansas,  67401,  of  a  por¬ 
tion  of  the  operating  ri^dits  of  Western 
Gillette,  Inc..  1077  Gorge  Blvd..  P.O.  Box 
471.  Akron.  OH.  44309.  and  for  acquisi¬ 
tion  by  William  H.  Graves.  2130  South 
C»ilo.  Salina.  KA,  67401,  LoweQ  P. 
Graves,  92  Shawnee  Avenue^  Kansas 
City,  KA.  66105.  and  Dwight  L.  Ghavea, 
3402  West  Harry.  Wichita,  KA,  67201.  of 
control  of  such  rights  throusdi  purchase. 
Aigdloants’  attorneys:  John  K  Jandera, 
614  Harrison  Street,  Top^a,  KA.  66603, 
and  William  O.  Turney,  Suite  1010,  7101 
Wisconsin  Avenue,  Washington.  D.C, 
20014.  Operating  rights  sought  to  be 
transferred:  General  commodities  with 
the  usual  exceptions,  over  regular  routes: 
(1)  Between  Dallas,  Tex.,  and  (^lahoma 
City,  Oklahoma,  serving  all  Intermediate 
points:  Jitun  Dallas  over  UB.  Highway 
77  via  Davis,  Oklahoma,  to  CMdahoma 
City,  and  rettun  over  the  same  route, 
and  (2)  Between  Fort  Worth.  Texas,  and 
CMriahoma  City,  CMdahoma,  serving  all  In¬ 
termediate  points:  from  Fort  Worth  over 
U.S.  Highway  377  to  Denton.  Texas, 
thence  to  Oklahoma  City.  And  return 
over  the  same  route.  Vendee  Is  authorized 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier  In  Colo¬ 
rado.  Iowa,  Kansas,  Missouri,  Ndtuaska, 
and  C^lahoma.  Applicants  state  that  this 
aiqjllcatlon  is  dliwUy  related  to  MC-P- 
13067,  Roadway  Express,  Ine.— Control 
and  Merger — Western  GiUette,  Ine.,  and 
MC-F-13156.  Arkansas-Best  Freight 
System,  Inc. — Purchase  (Portion) — 
Western  GiUette,  Inc.;  MC-F-13157, 
CampbeU  “Sixty-Six”  Express,  Ine. — 
Purchase  (Portion) — Western  GiUette, 
Inc.;  MC-F-13158,  The  Chief  Freight 
lines  Company — Purchase  (Portion) — 
Western  Gillette,  Inc.;  MC-F-13159, 
ChurchiU  Truck  lines,  Inc. — Purchase 
(Portion) — Western  Gillette,  Inc.;  and 
MC-P-13160,  Gordons  Transports,  Ine. — 
Purchase  (Portion) — Western  GiUette, 
Ine.  A];^;^loatlon  has  been  filed  for  tem¬ 
porary  authority  under  section  210a(b). 

No.  MC-P-13163.  Authority  sought  for 
purchase  by  R.C.  VAN  LINES,  INC.,  1044 
Northside  Drive,  N.W..  Atlanta,  GA, 
30318,  of  the  operating  rights  of  TRANS¬ 
WORLD  MOVERS,  INC.,  TRANSPORT 
CLEARINGS  OT  COLORADO.  INC., 
Successor  in  Interest.  4242  Delaware. 
Denver.  CO.,  80216,  and  for  acquisition 
by  R.C.  SHUMPE31T  and  L.A.  PHILLIPS, 
both  of  1042  Northside  Dr.,  N.W.,  At¬ 
lanta,  GA..  of  control  of  such  rights 
through  the  purchase.  Applicants’  attor¬ 
neys:  Robert  J.  Gallagher,  1000  Conn. 
Ave.,  N.W,  Washington.  D.C..  20036  and 
Leslie  R.  Kehl,  Suite  1600  Lincoln  Center, 
1660  Lincoln  St.,  Denver,  CO..  80203.  Op¬ 


erating  rights  sought  to  be  transferred: 
New  furniture,  as  a  common  carrier  over 
Irregular  routes  from  Chicago,  HI,  to 
points  In  Nebraska  and  Coahoma,  with 
no  transportation  for  compensation  on 
return  except  as  otherwise  authorized; 
household  goods,  as  defined  by  the  Com¬ 
mission,  between  points  in  that  part  of 
miDols  on  and  north  of  n.S.  Highway  36: 
points  In  that  part  of  Indiana  on  and 
north  of  a  line  beglzmlng  at  the  BUnols- 
Indlana  State  line  and  extending  al<mg 
UB.  Highway  36  to  Indianapolis.  Ind., 
and  thence  along -UB.  Highway  40  to  the 
Indlana-Ohlo  State  line;  points  in  that 
part  of  Michigan  on  and  south  of  a  line 
beginning  at  Muskagon,  Mich,  and  ex¬ 
tending  eastward  along  Interstate  High¬ 
way  96  to  Grand  Rapids,  Mich,  thence 
continue  along  Interstate  Highway  96  to 
Detroit,  Mich.;  and  points  In  Wisccmsin 
on  and  south  U-S-  Highway  16.  on  the 
one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  In 
D^ware,  Kansas,  North  Oaroll^  North 
Dakota,  Rhode  Island,  South  Carolina, 
South  Dakota,  and  West  Virginia;  be¬ 
tween'  points  in  Illinois  south  of  UB. 
Highway  36;  point  in  that  part  of  In¬ 
diana  south  of  a  line  beginning  at  the 
minols-Indlana  State  line  and  extend¬ 
ing  along  UB.  Highway  36  to  Indiana¬ 
polis.  Ind,  and  thence  alrmg  UB.  High¬ 
way  40  to  the  Indlana-CMilo  State  line; 
and  points  In  Wisconsin  north  oi  U.S. 
Highway  16. 

Between  points  In  IlliiK>ls  south  of 
UB.  Kghway  36;  points  in  that  part  of 
Indiana  south  of  a  line  beginning  at  the 
minols-Indlana  State  line  and  extending 
along  UB.  Highway  36  to  Indlaniq?olls, 
Ind,  and  thence  along  UB.  Highway  40 
to  the  Indlana-Ohlo  State  line;  and 
points  In  that  part  of  Wisconsin  north 
of  UB.  BOghway  16.  on  the  one  hand, 
and  on  the  other,  points  In  Alabama, 
Arkansas,  Colorado.  Connecticut,  Dela¬ 
ware,  Florida,  Geoigja,  Iowa,  Kansas, 
Kentucky,  Louisiana,  Bfaryland,  Massa¬ 
chusetts,  Minnesota,  Mlsslaslpi^  Mis¬ 
souri.  Nebraska.  New  Jersey,  New  T(Mk. 
North  Carolina,  North  Dakota,  Ohio, 
Oklahoma,  Pennsylvania,  Rhode  Island, 
South  Carolina,  South  Dakota,  Tennes¬ 
see.  Texas.  Virginia,  West  Virginia,  and 
the  District  of  Columbia;  between  Litch¬ 
field.  Nebr,  and  points  within  25  miles 
of  Utchfield.  on  the  one  hand,  and.  on 
the  other,  points  In  Wsromlng,  Iowa. 
Kansas,  Missouri.  South  Dakota,  and 
Colorado;  between  Cozad.  Nd>r,  and 
points  In  Nebraska  within  25  miles  of 
Cozad,  on  the  (me  hand,  and.  on  the 
other,  points  in  Iowa,  Kansas,  aixl 
Colorado;  household  gcxxls.  between 
points  in  Harper,  Grant.  Alfalfa,  Car- 
field.  and  Major  Counties,  Okla.,  on  the 
(me  hand,  and.  on  the  other,  points  In 
Missouri,  Kansas,  Texas,  and  Arkansas, 
between  poiQjs  in  W(xxls  and  Wo(xlward 
Counties,  Okla.,  on  the  one  hand.  and. 
on  the  other,  points  in  Kansas,  between 
points  in  Grant  County,  Okla.,  and 
points  within  30  miles  of  Grant  County, 
on  the  one  hand.  and.  on  the  other, 
points  In  Kansas,  between  points  In 
Iowa,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
points  in  Nebraska,  Minnesota.  Illinois, 
and  Kansas;  general  conmuxlitles,  with 
exceptions,  between  Denver,  Colo.,  on  the 
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one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points 
within  15  miles  of  Denver,  except  points 
on  U.S.  Highway  6  east  of  Denver,  points 
on  Colorado  Highway  72  north  and  west 
of  Denver,  and  points  in  the  area  be¬ 
tween  such  sections  of  highways  but  not 
excluding  the  plant  site  of  Dow  Chem¬ 
ical  Company  at  Rocky  Plats,  Colo.,  with 
restrictions;  household  goods  as  defined 
by  the  Ccunmission,  between  points  In 
Montrose,  Delta,  and  Gunnison  Counties, 
Colo.,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  (xi  the  other, 
points  in  Utah  on  and  east  of  U.S.  High¬ 
way  91,  and  those  in  Colorado  on  and 
west  of  U.S.  Highway  85;  household 
goods,  between  Boulder,  Colo.,  on  the 
one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in 
Iowa,  Kansas,  Missouri,  Nebraska,  Illi¬ 
nois,  Indiana,  and  Wisconsin;  emigrant 
movables,  between  points  in  Montrose, 
Delta,  and  Oimnison  Counties,  Colo.,  on 
the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points 
in  Nebraska  and  Kansas.  Vendee  is  au¬ 
thorized  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier 
in  Alabama,  Arkansas,  Colorado,  Con¬ 
necticut,  Delaware,  the  District  of  Co¬ 
lumbia,  Florida,  Georgia,  Illln<jis,  In¬ 
diana,  Iowa,  Kansas,  Kentucky,  Louisi¬ 
ana,  Maryland,  Massachusetts,  Michi¬ 
gan,  Mississippi,  Missoiu*!,  Nebraska, 
New  Jersey,  New  Yoric,  North  C,arolina, 
North  Dakota,  Ohio,  Oklahoma,  Penn¬ 
sylvania,  Rhode  Island,  South  Carolina, 
South  Dakota,  Tennessee,  Texas,  Vir¬ 
ginia,  Washington,  West  Virginia,  and 
Wyoming.  Application  has  been  filed  for 
temporary  authority  under  section  210a 
(b). 

Operating  Rights  Application  (s)  Di¬ 
rectly  Related  to  Finance  Proceed¬ 
ings 

NOTICE 

The  following  operating  rights  appli¬ 
cation  (s)  are  filed  in  connection  with 
pending  finance  applications  imder  Sec- 
tl(m  5(2)  of  the  Interstate  Commerce 
Act,  or  seek  tacking  and/or  gateway 
elimination  in  connection  with  transfer 
applicati<ms  imder  Section  212(b)  of  the 
Interstate  Commerce  Act. 

An  original  and  two  copies  of  protests 
to  the  granting  of  the  authorities  must 
be  filed  with  the  Commission  within  30 
days  after  the  date  of  this  Federal  Reg¬ 
ister  notice.  Such  protests  shall  ccxnply 
with  Special  Rule  247(d)  of  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  General  Rules  of  Practice  (49 
CFR  1100.247)  and  Include  a  concise 
statement  of  protestant’s  interest  in  the 
proceeding  and  copies  of  its  conflicting 
authorities.  Verifi^  statements  in  op¬ 
position  should  not  be  toidered  at  this 
time.  A  copy  of  the  protest  shall  be 
served  concurrently  upon  applicant’s 
representative,  or  applicant  if  no  rep¬ 
resentative  is  named. 

Each  applicant  states  that  there  will  be 
no  significant  effect  on  the  quality  of  the 
human  environment  resulting  from  ap¬ 
proval  of  its  application. 

No.  MC  10761  (Sub-No.  281),  (amend¬ 
ment)  filed  January  3, 1977,  published  in 
the  Federal  Register  issue  of  Febru¬ 
ary  10, 1977,  and  republished  as  amended 
this  i^ue.  Applicant;  TRANSAMERI- 
CAN  FREIGHT  LINES,  INC.,  5650  Fore¬ 
most  Drive,  S.E.,  Grand  Rapids,  Mich. 
49506.  Applicant’s  representative:  John 


P.  Tynan,  P.O.  Box  1409,  Fairfield.  N  J. 
07006.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
regular  routes,  transporting:  General 
commodities  (except  those  of  unusual 
value,  dangerous  explosives,  household 
goods  as  defined  in  Practices  of  Motor 
Common  Carriers  of  Household  Goods, 
17  M.C.C.  467,  commodities  in  bulk,  com¬ 
modities  requiring  special  equipment), 
(13)  Between  CTincinnatl,  Ohio  and  Co¬ 
lumbus,  Ohio  serving  Springfield,  Ohio 
as  an  Intermediate  point  and  serving 
Dayton,  Ohio  for  puiposes  of  joinder 
only  and  with  service  at  intermediate 
points  between  Cincinnati  and  Rich¬ 
mond,  Ind.,  and  between  Dayton  and 
Eaton,  Ohio:  (a)  From  Cincinnati  over 
U.S.  Highway  127  to  Eaton,  Ohio,  thence 
over  U.S.  Highway  35  to  Richmond,  Ind., 
thence  over  U.S.  Highway  40  to  Colum¬ 
bus,  and  return  over  the  same  route,  (b) 
From  Cincinnati  over  Interstate  High¬ 
way  75  to  Dayton,  thence  over  Ohio 
Highway  4  to  Springfield,  thence  over 
U.S.  Highway  40  to  Columbus,  and  re¬ 
turn  over  the  same  routes;  (14)  Between 
Toledo,  Ohio  and  (Cincinnati,  Ohio,  over 
Interstate  Highway  75  (formerly  U.S. 
Highway  25)  to  Cincinnati,  and  return 
over  the  same  route,  serving  Wapakon- 
eta,  Dayton  and  Cincinnati,  Ohio,  for 
purposes  of  Joinder  only. 

(15)  Between  Dayton,  Ohio  and  Chi¬ 
cago,  ni.:  From  Dayton  over  U.S.  High¬ 
way  35  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  40, 
thence  over  U.S.  Highway  40  via  Rich¬ 
mond,  Ind.,  to  Indianapolis,  Ind.,  thence 
over  U.S,  Highway  52  to  jimction  U.S. 
Highway  41,  and  thence  over  U.S.  High¬ 
way  41  to  Chicago,  serving  all  inter¬ 
mediate  points.  Operations  between  In¬ 
dianapolis  and  Chicago  shall  be  restrict¬ 
ed  against  service  between  the  termini 
except  on  traffic  originating  at  or  des¬ 
tined  to  points  beyond  the  said  termini; 
(16)  Between  Cincinnati  and  Chicago, 
serving  Dayton  for  purposes  of  joinder 
only,  serving  all  interm^iate  points  be¬ 
tween  Indianapolis  and  Chicago  restrict¬ 
ed  against  service  between  the  termini 
except  on  traffic  originating  at  or  des¬ 
tined  to  points  beyond  the  said  termini; 
From  Cincinnati  over  Interstate  High¬ 
way  75  to  Dayton,  thence  via  the  above 
described  routes  from  Dayton  to  Chi¬ 
cago,  and  return  over  the  same  routes 
(also  from  Cincinnati  over  U.S.  High¬ 
way  127  to  Eaton,  Ohio,  thence  over 
U.S.  Highway  35  to  Richmond,  Ind.,  and 
thence  over  the  above  described  routes  to 
(Chicago) ;  (17)  Between  Hollidaysburg, 
Armagh  and  Johnstown,  Pa.,  and  Pitts¬ 
burgh,  Pa.:  Prom  Hollidaysburg  over 
U.S.  Highway  22  to  Pittsburgh,  and  re¬ 
turn  ovw  the  same  routes,  serving 
Armagh  as  an  Intermediate  point  and 
Johnstown  as  an  off-route  point;  (18) 
Between  Columbus,  Ohip  and  Indian¬ 
apolis,  Ind.,  over  UB.  Highway  40  and 
return  over  the  same  route,  serving  Rich¬ 
mond,  Ind.  and  Columbus  for  purposes 
of  joinder  only;  (19)  Between  Columbus, 
Ohio  and  Hebron,  Ohio  over  U.S.  High¬ 
way  40,  and  return  over  the  same  route, 
serving  no  intermediate  points  and  serv¬ 
ing  Hebron  for  purposes  of  joinder  only; 
(20)  Between  Chicago,  HI.,  and  CThenoa, 


HI.,  over  U.S.  Highway  66,  and  return 
over  the  same  route,  serving  no  inter¬ 
mediate  points. 

(21)  Between  Anderson,  Ind.  and 
Napoleon,  Ohio  serving  all  intermediate 
points  in  connection  with  carrier’s  route 
between  Indianapolis.  Ind.,  and  Cleve¬ 
land,  Ohio  restricted  to  the  transporta¬ 
tion  of  traffic  moving  to,  from  or  through 
Bowling  Green,  Ohio:  FYom  Anderson 
over  Indiana  Highway  9  to  Huntington, 
Ind.,  thence  over  U.S.  Highway  24  to 
Napoleon,  and  return  over  the  same 
route;  and  (22)  Between  Maumee,  Ohio 
and  Montrose,  Ohio  serving  no  inter¬ 
mediate  points  and  serving  no  inter¬ 
mediate  points  and  serving  Maumee  and 
Montrose  for  purposes  of  joinder  only: 
FYom  Maumee  over  U.S.  Highway  20  to 
Norwalk,  Ohio,  thence  over  Ohio  High¬ 
way  18  to  Montrose  and  return  over  the 
same  route. 

Note. — Applicaot  states  that  the  purpose 
of  this  filing  Is  to  assure  that  certain  routes 
retained  by  applicant  upon  sale  of  a  portion 
of  Its  operating  rights  in  Docket  No.  MC-F- 
12872,  are  nevertheless  available  to  applicant 
following  the  transfer  in  the  directly  related 
Section  6(2)  proceeding.  This  application, 
as  amended,  is  consolidated  for  continued 
hearing  at  Dallas,  Tex.  from  April  12  through 
April  22,  1977,  at  9:30  a.m.  local  time  (or 
such  earlier  time  as  may  be  fixed  by  the  Ad¬ 
ministrative  Law  Judge)  before  Law  Judge 
Harold  J.  Sarbacher,  with  MD-F-12872.  East 
Texas  Motor  Freight  Lines,  Inc. — Purchase 
(Portion) — Transamerican  Freight  Lines, 
Inc.  Publication  of  the  first  12  routes  by 
designation  of  numbers  appeared  on  page 
8474  of  the  Federal  Register  issue  of  Febru¬ 
ary  10,  1977. 

No.  MC  39249  (Sub-No.  19),  filed 
February  28,  1977.  Applicant;  MARTY’S 
EXPRESS,  INC.,  2335  Wheatsheaf  Lane, 
Philadelphia,  Pa.  19137.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  George  A.  Olsen,  69  Tonnele 
Avenue,  Jersey  City,  N.J.  07306.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  General  commod¬ 
ities  (except  those  of  unusual  value, 
classes  A  and  B  explosives,  household 
goods  as  defined  by  the  Commission, 
commodities  in  bulk,  and  commodities 
requiring  special  equipment),  (a)  be¬ 
tween  Philadelphia,  Pa.,  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other,  points  In  the  New 
York,  N.Y.  Commercial  Zone  as  defined 
in  Commercial  Zones  and  Terminal 
Areas.  53  M.C.C.  451,  within  which  local 
OF>eratlons  may  be  conducted  pursuant 
to  the  partial  exemption  of*Section  203 
(b)  (8)  of  the  Interstate  Commerce  Act 
(The  Exempt  Zone) ;  (b)  between  Phila¬ 
delphia.  Pa.,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on 
the  other,  points  in  Morris,  Monmouth 
and  Somerset  Counties,  N.J.;  and  (c) 
between  Philadelphia,  Pa.,  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in  Bergen 
and  Hudson  Counties,  N.J. 

Note. — The  purpose  ot  this  application  to 
to  tack  the  operating  authorities  of  Trans¬ 
feror  and  Transferee  and  Mlmlnate  the 
gateways  of  New  Brunswick  and  Jersey  City, 
N.J.  This  Is  a  matter  directly  related  to  a 
Section  6((2)  finance  proceeding  in  MO-F- 
13140,  published  In  the  FB>xxal  Recibtsb 
Issue  of  March  10, 1977.  If  a  hearing  Is  deemed 
necessary,  the  appUcant  requests  It  be  held 
at  either  New  York,  N.Y.  or  Philadelphia,  Pa. 
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No.  MC  44053  (Sub-No.  10) ,  filed  Jan¬ 
uary  24, 1977.  Applicant:  TOWNE  SERV¬ 
ICES  HOUSEHOLD  GOODS  TRANS¬ 
PORTATION  CO..  Inc..  P.O.  Box  17005, 
San  Antonio,  Tex.  78217.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  Herbert  Burstein,  Suite  2373, 
One  World  Trade  Center,  New  York,  N.Y. 
10048.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
Irreguar  routes,  transporting:  Household 
poods  as  defined  by  the  Commission.  (1) 
between  points  in  California,  Idaho,  Ore¬ 
gon.  Nevada  and  Washington,  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  In 
Arizona,  Colorado,  North  Dakota,  Utah 
and  Wyoming.  The  purpose  of  this  filing 
is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of  Western 
Montana:  (2)  between  points  in  Cali¬ 
fornia,  Idaho.  Nevada,  Oregcxi  and 
Washingtcm,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  cm 
the  other,  points  in  New  Mexico.  Okla¬ 
homa  and  Texas.  The  purpose  of  this 
filing  is  to  tack  at  points  in  Colorado  and 
eliminate  the  gatewas^  of  Western  Mon¬ 
tana.  Colorado  and  Texas;  (3)  between 
points  in  California,  Idaho,  Oregon. 
Nevada  and  Washington,  cm  the  one 
hand.  and.  on  the  other,  points  in  Kansas 
and  Nebraska.  The  purpose  of  this  filing 
is  to  tack  at  points  in  Colorado  and  Texas 
and  eliminate  the  gateways  of  Western 
Montana,  Colorado.  Texas  and  Arkansas; 
(4)  between  points  in  New  Mexico,  cm 
the  one  hand,  and,  cm  the  other,  points 
in  Kansas,  Missouri  and  Nebraska.  The 
purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  tack  at  points 
in  Texas  and  eliminate  the  gateways  of 
Arkansas  and  Texas;  (5)  betwera  points 
in  Kansas,  on  the  one  hand.  and.  on  the 
other,  points  in  Nebraska.  The  purpose  of 
this  filing  is  to  tack  at  points  in  Texas 
and  eliminate  the  gateways  of  Arkansas 
and  Texas;  (6)  betwe«i  points  in  Ala¬ 
bama,  Georgia,  Kentucky.  North  Caro¬ 
lina.  South  Carolina  and  Tennessee,  on 
the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points 
in  Louisiana  and  Mississippi.  The  pur¬ 
pose  of  this  filing  is  to  elminate  the  gate¬ 
way  of  Saline  Coimty,  Ark.;  (7)  between 
points  in  New  York,  Ohio  and  Pennsyl¬ 
vania,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  cm  the 
other,  points  in  Teimessee.  The  purpose 
of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway 
of  Cuyahoga  County,  Ohio. 

(8)  between  points  in  Tennessee,  on 
the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points 
In  Alabama,  Georgia,  North  Carcdlna  and 
South  Carolina.  The  purpose  of  this  filing 
is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of  Saline 
County,  Ark.;  (9)  between  points  in 
Louisiana,  Oklahoma  and  Texas,  cm  the 
one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in 
Georgia,  Kansas,  Kentucky.  Missouri. 
Nebraska,  North  Carolina,  South  Caro¬ 
lina  and  Tennessee.  The  purpose  of  this 
filing  Is  to  tack  at  points  in  Arkansas  and 
eliminate  the  gateway  of  Arkansas;  (10) 
between  points  in  Colorado.  Kansas  and 
Wyoming,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  cm  the 
other,  points  in  niinots.  Louisiana,  Mis¬ 
souri.  New  Mexico,  and  Oklahoma.  The 
purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the 
gateway  of  Texas;  (11)  between  points 
in  Colorado,  Kansas  and  Wyoming,  on 
the  one  hand,  and,  cm  the  other,  points 
in  Alabama,  Arkansas.  Florida,  Georgia, 
Louisiana  .and  Misslsslpi^.  The  purpose 
of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateways 
of  Orange  and  Jefferson  Counties,  Tex.; 


( 12)  between  points  In  Illinois  and  Mis¬ 
souri.  on  the  cme  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
points  in  Alabama,  Louisiana  and  Mis¬ 
sissippi.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to 
eliminate  the  gateways  of  Orange  and 
Jefferson  Counties.  Tex.;  (13)  between 
points  in  New  Mexico,  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other,  points  in  Alabama. 
Florida.  Georgia,  Louisiana,  and  Missis¬ 
sippi.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to 
eliminate  the  gateways  of  Orange  and 
Jefferson  Coimties,  Tex.;  (14)  between 
points  in  Arkansas,  Louisiana,  Oklahoma 
and  Texas,  cm  the  cme  hand,  and,  on  the 
other,  points  in  Alabama,  Florida  and 
Mississippi  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is 
to  tack  at  points  In  Texas  and  eliminate 
the  gateways  of  Orange  and  Jefferson 
Counties,  Tex.;  and  (15)  between  points 
in  Tennessee,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on 
the  other,  points  In  Connecticut,  Dela¬ 
ware,  Florida,  Illinois.  Indiana,  Ken¬ 
tucky,  Maine,  Maryland  Massachusetts, 
Michigan.  Minnesota,  Missouri.  New 
Hampshl^  New  Jersey,  Rhode  Island, 
Vermont  Virginia,  West  Virginia,  Wis¬ 
consin.  and  the  District  of  Columbia.  Tlie 
purpose  erf  this  filing  Is  to  tack  the  au- 
thCMity  (rf  MC-.44053  and  MC  115257  at 
Cuyahoga  County,  Ohio  and  eliminate 
the  Cuyahoga  County  gateway. 

Not*. — This  Is  a  matter  directly  related  to 
a  Section  5(3)  finance  proceedings  In  MC-F- 
12740,  published  In  the  Foeeai.  Rjbibtb 
Issue  of  January  38,  1078.  If  a  hearing  Is 
deemed  necessary,  the  appUcant  requeeits  tt 
be  htid  at  either  Washington.  D.C.;  New 
York,  N.T4  or  San  Antonio.  Tex. 

No.  MC  105458  (Sub-No.  6) ,  filed  Feb¬ 
ruary  22.  1977.  Applicant:  DILTJE  MO¬ 
TOR  FREIGHT,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  4.  Wash¬ 
ington.  Pa.  15301.  Applicant’s  represen¬ 
tative:  John  A.  Vuono,  2310  Grant  Build¬ 
ing,  nttsburgh.  Pa.  15219.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vdtilcle,  over  Irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Oeneral  commodities  (ex¬ 
cept  those  of  unusual  value.  Classes  A 
and  B  explosives,  household  goods  as  de¬ 
fined  by  the  Commission,  commod^es 
in  bulk  and  Uiose  requiring  special  Ump- 
ment)  (1)  between  points  in  Brooke. 
Ohio  and  Hancock  Counties,  W.  Va.; 
and  (2)  between  points  in  Marshall  and 
Ohio  CoimUes,  W.  Va. 

Non. — Tbs  purpose  of  this  sppUcatlon  Is 
to  convert  a  Certificate  of  SeglstratKm  to  a 
Certificate  of  Public  Convenience  and  Neces¬ 
sity.  This  matter  Is  directly  related  to  a  Sec¬ 
tion  5(3)  finance  proceeding  In  No.  MC-F- 
13184,  published  In  the  Fdbuu.  Rccisnai  Is¬ 
sue  of  March  10,  1077.  If  a  bearing  Is  deemed 
necessary,  the  ^>pllcant  requests  tt  be  held 
at  either  Pittsburgh,  Pa.,  Washington.  D.C. 
or  Wheeling.  W.  Va. 

No.  MC  136786  (Sub-No.  107),  filed 
January  3.  1977.  Applicant:  ROBCO 
TRANSPORTATION,  INC.,  309  5th  Ave¬ 
nue  Northwest,  P.O.  Box  12729,  New 
Brighton.  Minn.  55112.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  Stanley  C.  Olsen,  Jr..  7525 
Mitchell  Road.  Eden  Prairie,  Minn. 
55343.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Meat, 
meat  products,  meat  li-products  and 
articles  distributed  by  meat  paMnO’- 
houses  as  deserflsed  in  Sections  A  and  C 


of  Appendix  1  to  the  reimrt  In  Descrip¬ 
tions  in  Motor  Carrier  Certificates,  61 
M.C.C.  209  and  766  (except  commodities 
in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles) .  from  points  in 
Kansas  (except  Kansas  City,  Kans.) ,  to 
points  in  Alabama,  Florida,  Georgia, 
North  Carolina  and  South  Carolina. 

Nor. — The  purpose  of  this  sppllcstiou  is 
to  ellmlDste  the  getewaye  at  Springfield 
aiKl  Macon,  Mo.  This  matter  is  directly  re¬ 
lated  to  a  Section  5(3)  finance  proceeding  In 
MC-P-13077  published  In  the  Pkoxsal  Recis- 
m  of  January  37.  1977.  If  a  bearing  Is 
deemed  necessary,  the  applicant  requests  it 
be  held  at  Minneapolis.  Minn. 

Motor  Carrier  Alternate 
Roxtie  Deviations 

Tlie  following  letter-notices  to  operate 
over  deviation  routes,  fm:  operating  con¬ 
venience  only  have  been  filed  with  the 
Commission  under  the  Deviation  Rules — 
Motor  Carrier  of  Pr(H>erty  (49  CFR 
1042.4(c)  (ID). 

Protests  against  the  use  of  any  pro¬ 
posed  deviation  route  herein  described 
may  be  filed  with  the  Citommlsslon  in  the 
manner  and  fexm  provided  in  such  rules 
at  any  time,  but  will  not  operate  to  stay 
commencement  of  the  proposed  opera¬ 
tions  unless  filed  within  30  days  from  the 
date  of  this  Federal  Registsk  notice. 

Each  applicant  states  that  there  will 
be  no  significant  effect  on  the  quality  of 
the  human  environment  resulting  from 
approval  of  its  request. 

Motor  Carriers  or  Property 

No.'  MC  76032  (DevlaUMi  No.  35 ». 
NAVAJO  FREIGHT  LINES,  INC.,  1205 
S.  Platte  River  Drive,  Denver,  Colo. 
80223,  filed  February  17,  1977.  Carrier 
proposes  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  of  general  commodities. 
with  certain  exceptions,  over  a  deviation 
route  as  follows:  From  Alamogordo,  N. 
Mex.,  over  UJ3.  Highway  82  to  junction 
UB.  Highway  70.  thence  over  U.S.  High¬ 
way  70  to  Junction  UJ3.  Highway  380  near 
Roswell,  N.  Mex.,  thence  over  U.S.  High¬ 
way  380  to  Junction  U.S.  Highway  84 
near  Post,  Tex.,  thence  over  U.S.  High¬ 
way  84  to  Snyder,  Tex  and  return  over 
the  same  route  for  operating  convenience 
only.  The  notice  Indicates  that  the  car¬ 
rier  is  presently  authorized  to  transport 
the  same  commodities  over  a  pertinent 
service  route  as  foUows:  From  Alamo¬ 
gordo.  N.  Mex.,  over  U.S.  Highway  82  to 
Junction  New  Mexico  Highway  18,  thence 
over  New  Mexico  Highway  18  to  Junction 
U.S.  Highway  62  near  Hobbs.  N.  Mex., 
thence  over  UB.  Highway  62  to  Junction 
U.S.  Highway  180  near  Seminole,  Tex., 
thence  over  U.S.  Highway  180  to  Junction 
U.S.  Highway  84  and  return  over  the 
same  route. 

No.  MC  94201  (Deviation  No.  3). 
BOWMAN  TRANSPORTATTON,  INC., 
P.O.  Box  17744.  Atlanta.  Oa.  30316, 
filed  March  3, 1977.  Carrier’s  representa- 
Uve:  Maurice  P.  Bishop,  601-09  Frank 
Nelson  Bldg..  Birmingham,  Ala.  35203. 
Carrier  proposes  to  cerate  as  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier,  by  nmtor  vriilcle,  of  general 
commodities,  with  certain  exertions, 
over  a  deviation  route  as  follows:  From 
Springfield,  Mo.,  over  Missouri  Highway 
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13  to  junction  Missoiui  Highway  7  near 
Clinton,  Mo.,  thence  over  Mlssoiul  High¬ 
way  7  to  HarrisonviUe,  Mo.,  and  return 
over  the  same  route  for  operating  con¬ 
venience  only.  The  notice  indicates  that 
the  csuTier  is  presently  authorized  to 
transport  the  same  commodities  over  a 
pertinent  service  route  as  follows:  Prom 
Springfield,  Mo.,  over  Interstate  High¬ 
way  44  and  U.S.  Highway  66  to  Carthage, 
Mo.,  thence  over  U.S.  Highway  71  to 
Hanisonvllle,  Mo.,  and  return  over  the 
same  route. 

Motor  Carrier  Alternate  Route 
Deviations 

The  following  letter -notices  to  operate 
over  deviation  routes  for  curating  con¬ 
venience  only  have  been  filed  with  the 
commission  under  the  Deviation  Rules — 
Motor  Carrier  of  Passengers  (49  CPU 
1042.2(c)  (9)). 

Protests  against  the  use  of  any  pro¬ 
posed  deviation  route  herein  described 
may  be  ^ed  with  the  Commission  in  the 
manner  and  form  provided  in  such  rules 
at  any  time,  but  will  not  operate  to  stay 
commencement  of  the  proposed  opera¬ 
tions  unless  filed  within  30  days  from  the 
date  of  this  Federal  Register  notice. 

Pach  applicant  states  that  there  will 
be  no  significant  effect  wi  the  quality  of 
the  human  environment  resulting  from 
approval  of  its  request. 

Motor  Carriers  of  Passengers 

No.  MC  1515  (Deviation  No.  720) 
(Cancels  Deviation  No.  618),  GREY¬ 
HOUND  LINES,  INC.,  Greyhound  Tower, 
Phoenix,  Ariz.  85077,  filed  March  7,  1977. 
Carrier  proposes  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  of  passengers 
and  their  baggage,  and  express  and 
newspapers  in  the  same  vehicle  with  pas¬ 
sengers,  over  deviation  routes  as  follows : 
Prom  Sacramento,  Calif.,  over  Interstate 
Highway  5  to  junction  California  High¬ 
way  99  north  of  Wheeler  Ridge.  Calif., 
with  the  following  access  route:  (1) 
Prom  Stockton,  Calif.,  over  city  streets 
to  junction  Interstate  Highway  5  and 
return  over  the  same  routes  for  operat¬ 
ing  convenience  only.  The  notice  indi¬ 
cates  that  the  carrier  is  presently  au¬ 
thorized  to  transport  passengers  and  the 
same  property  over  a  pertinent  service 
route  as  follows:  From  Sacramento, 
Csdif.,  over  California  Highway  99  to 
junction  unnumbered  highway  north  of 
Lodi,  Calif.,  (North  Lodi  Junction) , 
thence  over  unnumbered  highway  via 
Lodi,  Calif.,  to  junction  California  High¬ 
way  99  south  of  Lodi,  Calif.,  (South  Lodi 
Junction),  thence  over  California  High¬ 
way  99  to  junction  unnumbered  highway 
northeast  of  Stockton,  Calif.,  (North 
StockUm  jimction) ,  thence  over  unnum¬ 
bered  highway  via  Stockton,  Calif.,  to 
junction  California  Highway  99  south¬ 
east  of  Stockton,  Calif.  (South  Stockton 
Junction),  thence  over  California  High¬ 
way  99  to  junction  unnumbered  highway 
north  of  Manteca,  Calif.,  thence  over  im- 
numbered  highway  to  junction  Cali¬ 
fornia  Highway  99  south  of  Manteca, 
Calif.,  thence  over  California  Highway 
99  to  junction  unnumbered  highway 
(North  Modesto  Jimction),  thence  over 


unnumbered  highway  to  junction  Cali¬ 
fornia  Highway  99  (South  Modesto 
Junction) ,  thence  over  California  High¬ 
way  99  to  junction  unnumbered  highway 
(North  Merced  Junction),  thence  over 
unnumbered  hlehway  to  juncticm  Cali¬ 
fornia  Highway  99  (South  Merced  Junc¬ 
tion)  ,  thence  over  California  Highway  99 
to  Fresno,  Calif.,  thence  over  unnum¬ 
bered  highway  to  junction  California 
Highway  99  (South  Kingsburg  Junc¬ 
tion)  ,  thence  over  California  Highway  99 
to  junction  unnumbered  highway  (North 
Bakersfield  Junction),  thence  over  un¬ 
numbered  highway  to  junction  Califor¬ 
nia  Highway  99  (South  Bakersfield 
Junction),  thence  over  California  High¬ 
way  99  to  junction  Interstate  Highway 
5  and  return  over  tlie  same  route. 

No.  MC  1515  (Deviation  No.  721), 
GREYHOUND  LINES,  INC.,  Greyhound 
Tower,  Phoenix,  Ariz.  85077,  filed  March 
8,  1977.  Carrier  proposes  to  operate  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
of  passengers  and  their  baggage,  and 
exprops  and  newspapers  in  the  same  ve¬ 
hicle  with  passengers,  over  a  deviation 
route  as  follows:  Prom  Youngstown, 
Ohio  over  Interstate  Highway  680  to 
junction  Ohio  Turnpike  (Interchange 
16-A)  and  return  over  the  same  route 
for  operating  convenience  only.  The  no¬ 
tice  indicates  that  the  carrier  is  pres¬ 
ently  authorized  to  transport  passengers 
and  the  same  property  over  a  pertinent 
service  route  as  follows:  From  the  Penn- 
sylvania-Ohio  State  Line  at  the  junction 
of  the  Ohio  and  Pennsylvania  Turnpikes 
over  the  Ohio  Turnpike  to  junction  In¬ 
terstate  Highways  80  and  76  and  return 
over  the  same  route. 

Motor  Carrier  Intrastate 
Application  (s) 

The  following  application (s)  for  mo¬ 
tor  common  carrier  authority  to  operate 
in  intrastate  commerce  seek  concurrent 
motor  carrier  authorization  in  interstate 
or  foreign  commerce  within  the  limits  of  • 
tlie  intrastate  authority  sought,  pursu¬ 
ant  to  Section  206(a)  (6)  of  the  Inter¬ 
state  Commerce  Act.  These  applications 
are  governed  by  Special  Rule  245  of  the 
Commission’s  General  Rules  of  Practice 
(49  CPR  1100.245),  which  provides, 
among  other  things,  that  protests  and 
requests  for  information  concerning  the 
time  and  place  of  State  Commission 
hearings  or  other  priKeedings,  any  sub¬ 
sequent  changes  therein,  and  any  other 
related  matters  shall  be  directed  to  the 
State  Commission  with  which  the  appli¬ 
cation  is  filed  and  shall  not  be  addressed 
to  or  filed  with  the  Interstate  Commerce 
Commission. 

California  D(x:ket  No.  A  57058  (Par¬ 
tial  correction),  filed  February  7,  1977, 
published  in  the  Federal  Register  issue 
of  March  10,  1977,  and  republished  as 
corrected  this  issue.  Anilicant:  MORRIS 
TRANSPORTA1TON,  INC.,  8300  Bald¬ 
win  Street,  Oakland,  Calif.  94621.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  Randall  M.  P^c- 
cinto,  100  Pine  Street,  Suite  2500,  San 
Francisco,  C^alif.  94111. 

Note. — The  purpose  of  this  partial  cor¬ 
rection  iB  to  Indicate  the  omrect  territory 


■ought  In  Paragraph  n  to  read:  Between  all 
points  and  places  In  the  San  FTanclsco  Ter¬ 
ritory,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  <mi  the  other 
hand,  points  and  places  on  or  within  25  mUes 
of  points  on  the  following  routes,  the  rest 
remains  the  same.  Hearing:  Date,  time  and 
place  not  yet  fixed.  Requests  for  procedural 
InfOTmatlon  should  be  addressed  to  the  Pub¬ 
lic  ntUitles  Clommisslon,  State  of  California, 
State  Building,  Civic  Center,  465  Golden  Gate 
Avenue,  San  Francisco,  Calif.  B4102  and 
should  not  be  directed  to  the  Interstate  Com¬ 
merce  Commission. 

Tennessee  Docket  No.  MC  4610  (Sub- 
No.  8),  filed  February  24,  1977.  Appli¬ 
cant:  HUMBOLDT  EXPRESS,  INC., 
P.O.  Box  11080,  Nashville,  Tenn.  37211, 
Applicant’s  representative:  Walter  Har¬ 
wood,  P.O.  Box  15214,  Nashville,  Tenn. 
37215.  Certificate  of  Public  Convenience 
and  Necessity  sought  to  operate  a  freight 
service  as  follows:  Transportation  of 
General  commodities  (except  household 
goods.  Classes  A  and  B  explosives,  com¬ 
modities  in  bulk,  those  of  unusual  value, 
and  those  requiring  special  equipment) . 

( 1 )  Between  White  Pine,  Tennessee  and 
Newport,  Tenn.:  From  White  Pine  via 
U.S.  Highway  25E  to  Newport,  Tenn., 
and  return  over  the  same  route,  serving 
all  intermediate  points.  (2)  Between 
Newport,  Tenn.  and  Greenville,  Ten¬ 
nessee  over  U.S;  Highway  411,  serving  all 
intermediate  points:  (3)  Between  the 
junction  of  1-40  and  1-80  (in  Jefferson 
County)  and  Newport,  Tenn.:  From 
junction  1-40  and  1-80  to  junction  with 
U.S.  Highway  411,  thence  via  U.S.  High¬ 
way  411  to  Newport,  Tenn.,  and  return 
over  the  same  route,  serving  no  inter¬ 
mediate  points,  and  serving  the  junction 
of  1-40  and  1-85  for  joinder  only;  and 
(4)  Authority  is  specifically  sought  to 
amend  route  (1)  of  certificate  No.  2215-J 
to  permit  service  at  the  junction  of  1-40 
and  1-81,  for  purposes  of  joinder  only.  All 
of  said  routes  to  be  used  in  conjunction 
with  the  carrier’s  other  authority,  and 
in  conjunction  with  each  other.  Appli¬ 
cant  seeks  corresponding  interstate  and 
foreign  commerce  authority.  Hearing: 
Date,  time  and  place  set  for  May  4,  1977 
at  9:30  a.m.  at  the  Commission’s  Court 
RcKjm,  C-1  Cordell  Hull  Building.  Nash¬ 
ville,  Tenn.  Requests  for  procedural  in¬ 
formation  should  be  addressed  to  the 
Tennessee  Public  Service  Commission, 
Room  C 1-1 11  Cordell  Hull  Building, 
Nashville,  Tenn.  37129  and  should  not  be 
directed  to  the  Interstate  Commerce 
Commission. 

Texas  Docket  No.  002627A8A,  filed 
February  22,  1977.  Applicant:  CENTRAL 
FREIGHT  LINES  INC.,  5601  West  Waco 
Drive,  P.O.  Box  238,  Waco,  Tex.  76703. 
Applicant’s  representative:  Phillip  Rob¬ 
inson,  P.O.  Box  2207,  Austin,  Tex.  78768. 
Certificate  of  Public  Convenience  and 
Necessity  sought  to  operate  a  freight 
service  as  follows:  Transportation  of 
General  commodities,  (1)  between  New 
Caney,  Tex.,  and  the  plantsite  of  Jeffer¬ 
son  Chemical  Company  as  follows:  Prom 
New  Caney  over  Texas  FM  1485  to  the 
plantsite  of  Jefferson  Chemical  Company 
and  return  over  the  same  route  serving 
the  termini  and  all  intermediate  points; 

(2)  between  the  junction  of  Texas  FM 
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1485  and  Texas  FM  3083.  and  the  Exxon 
Plant  as  follows;  From  the  Junction  of 
Texas  FM  1485  and  Texas  FM  3083,  over 
Texas  FM  Highw'ay  3083  to  the  plantsite 
of  the  Exxon  Plant  and  return  over  the 
same  route  serving  the  termini  and  all 
Intermediate  points;  (3)  between  Por¬ 
ter  and  Conroe,  Tex.,  as  follows:  Prom 
Porter  over  Texas  FM  1314  to  Conroe 
and  return  over  the  same  route  serving 
the  termini  and  all  intermediate  points; 
(4)  tetween  Montgcnnery  and  Conroe, 
Tex.,  as  follows:  Prom  Montgomery  over 
Texas  Highway  105  to  Conroe  and  return 
over  the  same  route  serving  the  termini 
and  all  intermediate  points  and  the  off- 


route  point  of  Walden.  Tex.,  and  (5)  be¬ 
tween  Cleveland.  Tex.,  and  the  junction 
of  Texas  Highway  105  and  Texas  FM 
1485  as  folows;  From  Cleveland  over 
Texas  Highway  105  to  the  junction  of 
Texas  Highway  105  and  Texas  FM  1485 
and  return  over  the  same  route  serving 
the  termini  and  all  intermediate  points. 

Note. — Applicant  proposes  to  tack  and  co¬ 
ordinate  the  proposed  additional  senrlces 
with  aU  services  authorized  In  Intrastate 
commerce  under  Certificates  2627,  2064,  4336, 
and  4337  and  with  all  services  now  author¬ 
ized  In  Interstate  and  foreign  cmnmerce  un¬ 
der  authorities  granted  In  Docket  No.  MC 
30867  and  all  subs  thereunder.  Applicant 


seeks  no  duplicate  authority.  Intrastate,  In¬ 
terstate  and  fmelgn  commerce  authority 
sought.  Hearing;  Date,  time  and  place  wUl 
be  set  for  approximately  30  days  aftw  pub¬ 
lication  in  the  Peoeeal  Registkb.  Requests 
for  procedural  Information  should  be  ad¬ 
dressed  to  the  Texas  Railroad  Commission, 
P.O.  Drawer  12967,  Capitol  Station,  Austin, 
Tex.  78711  and  should  not  be  directed  to  the 
Interstate  Commerce  Commission. 

By  the  commission. 

Robert  L.  Oswald, 

Secretary. 

|PR  Doc.77-8653  FUed  3-23-77;8:4S  am] 
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CIVIL  AERONAUTICS  BOARD 

DELETION  OF  ITEM  FROM  MARCH  22, 
1977  MEETING  AGENDA 

Revised  Agenda 

TIME  AND  DATE:  10:00  aJn.,  March  22, 
1977. 

PLAC7E:  Room  1027,  1825  Connecticut 
Avenue  NW..  Washlrigton.  b.C.  20428. 

SUBJECT: 

1.  Docket  29626 — Part  300,  Rules  of  Con¬ 
duct  in  Board  Proceedings. 

2.  Docket  30470,  Delta  Air  Lines.  Inc.— 
Application  to  Suspend  Service  to  Mon- 
t^o  Bay,  Jamaica. 

STATUS:  Open. 

PERSON  TO  CONTACTT:  Phyllis  T.  Kay- 
lor.  The  Secretary,  (202)  673-5068. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 
Docket  29367,  Sun-Time  Trips,  Inc.  be¬ 
came  the  subject  of  a  Board  Meeting  at 
the  request  of  Member  West.  On  March 
18, 1977,  Member  West  indicated  that  his 
questions  on  that  item  had  been  an¬ 
swered  to  his  satlsfactlcai  by  the  staff. 
Order  77-3-114  was  ad(K>ted  on  March 
18,  1977,  thus  completing  Board  action 
on  the  Sun-Time  Trips,  Inc.  petition  for 
reconsideration. 

Accordingly,  the  following  Members 
have  voted  that  agency  business  requires 
the  deletion  of  Item  One,  Docket  29367, 
Bun-Time  Trips,  Inc.  from  the  meeting 
scheduled  for  March  22,  1977,  and  that 
no  earlier  announcement  of  the  change 
was  possible: 

Chairman  John  E.  Robson 
Vice  Chairman  Richard  J.  OMella 
Ifatnber  Lee  R.  West 
Member  O.  Joseph  Mlnettl 
Member  R.  Tenney  Johnson 

{S-2-77  Piled  3-21-77:4:30  pm] 
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NATIONAL  SCIENCE  BOARD 

MEETING  OF  MARCH  17-18,  1977 

As  previously  announced,  the  National 
Science  Board,  the  policy-making  body 
of  the  National  Science  Foimdation,  met 
on  Thursday-Priday,  March  17-18,  1977, 
in  Room  540,  1800  G  Street  NW.,  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C.  20550.  Additional  items  were 
added  to  the  agenda  for  the  portion  of 


the  meeting  closed  to  the  public.  These 
were  proposals  for  legislative  initiatives 
to  be  considered  by  the  National  Science 
Board  and  proposals  for  future  meetings 
with  high  government  officials. 

Dr.  Frank  Press,  Director-designate, 
Office  of  Science  and  Technology  Policy 
(OSTP),  and  Mr.  Philip  M.  Smith,  As¬ 
sistant  Director  of  OSTP  for  Natural 
Resources  and  Commercial  Services,  at¬ 
tended  the  closed  session  of  the  National 
Science  Board  meeting. 

Requests  fcH*  information  on  these 
items  may  be  directed  to  the  Office  of  the 
National  Science  Board,  Washington, 
D.C..  which  may  be  reached  on  (202) 
632-5840.  If  the  person  receiving  your 
call  is  unable  to  answer  your  question, 
please  ask  for  ^fiss  Vemlce  Anderson, 
Executive  Secretary,  National  Science 
Board. 

M.  Rebecca  Winkler, 

Acting  Committee 
Management  Ojjlcer. 

March  21,  1977. 

(8-4-77  Wed  3-22-77:0 :06  am] 
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NATIONAL  TRANSPORTATION 
SAFETY  BOARD 

[NM-77-11 

MEETING 

The  National  Transportation  Safety 
Bocu'd  will  hold  an  open  meeting  on 
Thursday,  March  31,  1977,  at  9:30  a.m. 
in  Conference  Rooms  8  A,  B,  and  C,  800 
Independence  Avenue  SW.,  Washington, 
D.C.  20594.  The  Board  plans  to  consider 
the  following  agenda  Items  In  open 
session: 

1.  Aircraft  Accident  Report.  Air  Chi¬ 
cago  Freight  Airlines.  Inc.,  North  Ameri¬ 
can  TB-25N,  N9446Z,  Cffilcago,  Illinois, 
August  6, 1976. 

2.  Railroad  Accident  Rei^t.  Chicago 
&  North  Western  Railroad  (C&NW)  De¬ 
railment  at  Glen  Ellyn,  Illinois,  May  16, 
1976. 

3.  Railroad  Accident  Report.  Derail¬ 
ment  of  Union  Pacific  Railrosul  Train 
Extra  2800  East  at  Hastings,  Nebraska, 
August  2,  1976. 

4.  Memorandum  from  the  Director, 
Bureau  of  Technology,  dated  February 
25, 1977,  subject:  Pit^osed  Implementa¬ 
tion  of  Hazardous  Materials  Responsibil¬ 
ity  of  section  303(b)  (5)  of  the  Transpor¬ 
tation  Safety  Act  of  1974. 

If  you  have  any  questions  concerning 
the  Board  meeting  of  March  31,  1977, 
please  contact  Sharon  Flemming  at 
(202)  755-4930. 

(5  UA  C.  552b  and  49  CFR  Part  804.) 

Margaret  L.  Fisher, 
Federal  Register  Liaison  Officer. 

March  21,  1977. 

IS-l-77  PUed  3-21-77:3:31  pm] 
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NUCLEAR  REGULATORY 
COMMISSION 

MEETINGS  DURING  THE  WEEK  OF 
MARCH  21,  1977 

Change  Notice 

In  accordance  with  the  requirements 
of  the  Government  in  the  Sunshine  Act 
and  the  Commission’s  rules  implement¬ 
ing  the  Act,  this  notice  Identifies  changes 
in  the  meeting  announcements  of  March 
14  and  15,  covering  meetings  for  the 
week  of  March  21,  1977.  The  changes 
are  necessitated  by  the  scheduling  of 
Oongressicxial  testimony  by  Commis¬ 
sioners  during  that  week. 

CHANGES: 

Monday,  March  21 — The  items  sched¬ 
uled  at  10:00  a.m.  (Briefing  on  Ar¬ 
rangement  with  the  Executive  Branch 
on  Nuclear  Export  Functions),  at  1:30 
pjn.  (Commission  Legislative  Pro¬ 
gram)  and  at  2:30  p.m.  (NRC  and  In¬ 
ternational  Physical  Protection  Stand¬ 
ards)  are  cancelled. 

ITie  following  open  and  closed  meet¬ 
ings,  originally  scheduled  for  Tuesday, 
March  22,  have  been  moved  forward 
and  added  to  Monday’s  schedule: 

1:30  pm. — Discussion  of  Seabrook 
Opinion  (Closed  Meeting) . 

2:30  pm. — Discussion  of  Hartsville 
(Closed  Meeting) . 

Tuesday,  March  22 — The  items  sched¬ 
uled  for  10:00  a.m.  (Briefing  on  Resi¬ 
dent  Inspector  Program)  and  for  11:00 
am.  (Briefing  on  Status  of  GESMO) 
are  cancelled.  The  item  scheduled  for 
12:00  Noon  (Affirmatl<m  of  Action  on 
FOIA  Am>esi  was  affirmed  in  a  Public 
Meeting,  March  18, 1977). 

ADDITIONAL  CLOSED  MEETING: 

On  Friday,  March  18, 1977,  the  Nuclear 
Regulatory  Oommlssicm  (all  members 
participating)  voted  imanimously  to 
hold  the  following  closed  meeting: 

Tuesday,  March  22 — 10:00  a.m. — Dis¬ 
cussion  of  Proposed  CTongressimial 
Testimony  on  S.  897 — The  Nuclear 
Nonproliferation  Act  of  1977.  (Author¬ 
ity  to  close:  5  U.S.C.  552b(d)(l)  and 
5  UB.C.  552b(c)(9)(B)  and  55  9.105 
(a)  and  9.104(a)  (9) .) 

The  meeting  will  include  discussion  of 
proposed  Congressi(xial  testimcmy. 

Attendees  will  include  the  CTommissioners 
and  their  staff,  P.  Strauss,  the  General 
Counsel,  and  members  of  his  office,  B. 
Huberman,  the  Director  of  the  Office 
of  Policy  Evaluation,  and  mraibers  of 
his  staff,  H.  Shapar,  the  Executive  Legal 
Director,  and  members  of  his  staff,  James 
Shea  and  Michael  Guhin  of  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  Office  of  International  Programs, 
and  S.  Chllk,  the  Secretary,  and  mem- 
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bers  of  his  staff.  One  or  more  pereone 
may  also  attend  to  operate  ttie  recording 
or  transcribing  equipment  used  to  make 
a  record  oi  the  meeting. 

By  unanimous  vote  on  March  18.  1977, 
the  Commission  determined  pursuant  to 
5  U.S.C.  552b(e)  (1)  and  i  9.107(a)  of  the 
Commission’s  Rules  that  Commission 
business  requires  that  this  agenda  item 
be  held  an  less  than  one  week’s  notice 
to  the  public. 

The  meeting  will  be  held  in  the  Commis¬ 
sioners’  Conference  Rown,  1717  H  Street, 
N.W.,  Washington,  D.C.  For  further  in¬ 
formation,  contact  Walter  Magee,  Office 
of  the  SecreteuTT,  telephone:  634-1410. 

A  revised  Schedule  of  Meetings  for  the 
week  is  attached. 

Dated  at  Washington.  D.C.,  this  18th 
day  of  March  1977. 

For  the  Commission. 

John  C.  Hotlc, 
Assistant  Secretary 
of  the  Commission. 

Meetings  or  the  Nuclear  Reoulatort 
Commission  Week  or  March  21  (Revised) 

MONDAY.  MARCH  21: 

11:00  a.m. — Tarapur:  Consolidaticm  of 
Other  Aspects  (Closed 
Meeting) . 

1:30  p.m. — Discussion  of  Seabrook 
Opinion  (Closed  Meet¬ 
ing). 

2:30  p.m. — Discussion  of  Hartsville 
(Closed  Meeting) . 

TUESDAY,  MARCH  22: 

10:00  a  m. — Discussion  of  Prcq^osed 
Congressional  ’Testimo¬ 
ny  (Closed  Meeting) . 

(Wednesday,  Thursday,  Friday — No 

Meetings  Scheduled.) 

[PR  Doc.77-86e9  Plied  3-21-77;  10: 12  am] 
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MEETINGS  DURING  THE  WEEK  OF 
MARCH  14,  1977 

Change  Notice 

In  accordance  with  the  requirements 
of  the  Oovemment  in  the  Sunshine  Act 
and  the  Commission’s  rules  implement¬ 
ing  the  Act,  this  notice  identifies  changes 
m  the  meeting  announcements  cover¬ 
ing  meetings  for  the  week  of  March  14, 
1977. 

CHANGES: 

Friday,  March  18 — On  Friday  March 
18,  the  Commission  voted  imsmimous- 
ly  to  close  the  following  additional 
meeting: 

11:30  a.m.  Discussion  of  Midland 
Opinion.  (Authority  to  close:  5  UjS.C. 
552b(d)(l)  and  5  UB.a  552b(e)(10) 
and  9.105(a)  and  9.104(a)  (10)  of  the 
Commission’s  rules) .  The  Commission 
will  consider  a  fmmal  agency  adjudi¬ 
cation  presently  before  the  Commis¬ 
sion. 


Those  persons  expected  to  be  present 
are:  The  Commissioners  and  their 
staff,  P.  Strauss,  the  General  Counsel, 
and  members  of  his  office,  B.  Huber- 
mmn,  the  Director  of  Policy  Evalua¬ 
tion  and  members  of  his  staff,  and  S. 
Chllk,  the  Secretary  and  mnnbers  of 
his  staff.  One  or  more  persons  may 
also  attend  to  operate  the  recording 
or  transcripting  equipment  used  to 
make  a  record  of  the  meeting. 

By  imanimous  vote  on  March  18,  1977, 
the  Commission  determined  pursuant 
to  5  U.S.C.  552b(e)(l)  and  §  9.107(a) 
of  the  Commission’s  Rules  that  C(Hn- 
-missicm  business  requires  that  this 
agenda  item  be  held  on  less  than  one 
week’s  notice  to  the  public. 

The  meeting  will  be  held  in  the  Com¬ 
missioners*  Conference  Room,  1717  H 
Street  NW..  Washington.  D.C.  For 
further  information,  contact  Walter 
Magee,  Office  of  the  Secretary,  tele- 
phraie:  634-1410. 

Dated  at  Washington,  D.C.,  this  18th 
day  of  March  1977. 

For  the  Commission. 

John  C.  Hoylb, 
Assistasst  Secretary 
of  the  Commission. 

|FR  Doc  77-8668  FUed  3-21-77:10:12  ami 


6 

MEETINGS  DURING  WEEK  OF  MARCH  21, 
1977 

Cancellation 

In  accordance  with  the  requirements 
of  the  Oovemment  in  the  Sunshine  Act 
and  the  Commission’s  rules  implement¬ 
ing  the  Act,  notice  is  hereby  given  that 
the  closed  meeting  titled  "DiscussltHi  of 
Proposed  Congressional  Testimony  on 
S.  897 — The  Nuclear  Nonproliferation 
Act  of  1977”,  scheduled  for  Tuesday, 
March  22  at  10:00  am.,  is  cancelleil  This 
meeting  has  been  cancelled  because  the 
Ckingressional  hearing  on  S.  897  has  been 
postpcHied.  The  meeting  announcement 
was  dated  March  18,  1977.  For  further 
information  please  contact  Walter  Ma¬ 
gee.  Office  of  the  Secretary,  telephone 
(202)  634-1410. 

Dated  this  21st  day  of  March  1977 
at  Washington.  D.C. 

John  C.  Hotli, 
Assistant  Secret^ 
of  the  Commission. 

(8-3-  77  P^ed  8-29-77;»;48  am] 
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UNITED  STATES  RAILWAY 
ASSOCIATION 

MEETING  OF  MARCH  31,  1977 

Interested  monbers  of  the  public  are 
invited  to  attend  and  to  observe  the 
meeting  of  the  United  States  Railway 
Association  ("Association”)  Board  of 


Directors  to  be  held  on  March  31,  1977, 
beginning  at  9:00  ajn.  in  the  Bocud 
Room  of  the  United  States  Railway  As- 
soclatUm.  2100  Second  Street  SW.. 
Washington,  D.C.  20595.  The  Associa¬ 
tion  plans  to  consider  the  following 
agenda  items: 

9:00  AM. 

Meeting  Closed  to  the  Public 

I.  Consideration  ot  Internal  personnel  mat¬ 
ters. 

5.  Review  oT  Conrall  proprietary  and  finan¬ 
cial  information  for  monitoring  and  in¬ 
vestment  purpoeeB. 

3.  Review  of  MlBBOuri-Kansas-TezaB  Rail¬ 
road  Company  proprietary  and  financial 
information. 

4.  Review  of  Delaware  A  Hudson  Railway 
Company  proprietary  and  financial  Infor- 
matlon. 

8.  Litigation  report. 

10:00  A  M. 

Meeting  Open  to  the  Public 

6.  Approval  of  the  minutes  of  January  28, 
1077  Board  of  Directors  meeting  and  the 
February  17,  1977  Executive  Committee 
Meeting. 

7.  Approval  of  Conrall  Investment  Commit¬ 
ment  for  the  second  quarter  of  1977. 

g  Approval  of  Conrall  Drawdown  request 
for  April. 

9.  Discussion  of  Conrall  Section  311(h) 
request. 

10.  Consideration  M  requesting  Congres¬ 
sional  action  on  margin  of  safety  funds 
for  ConraU. 

II.  Review  of  Conrall’s  first  year  perform¬ 
ance. 

13.  Report  on  ConraU  monitoring. 

IS.  Consideration  of  Mlasouii-Kansas-Texas 
Railroad  Company  request  for  waiver  on 
D8RA  loan  agreement  to  permit  FRA  loan 
guarantee. 

14.  Appointment  and  classification  of  Con¬ 
raU  Board  members. 

18.  Litigation  status  report. 

Ig  Review  of  administrative  actions. 

17.  USRA  budget  devMopments. 

Ig  Approval  ot  amendments  to  Bylaws. 

19.  Report  on  ICO  Bz  Parte  No.  334 — Car 
Service  Compensation — ^Baslo  Per  Diem 
Charges — ^Formula  Revision  in  accordance 
with  4R  Act. 

If  you  have  any  questions  concerning 
the  agenda  for  the  March  31,  1977  As- 
80clati<m  Board  of  Directors  meeting, 
please  contact  Alex  Bllanow  of  the  As¬ 
sociation  at  (202)  426-4250.  Access  to 
documents  to  be  considered  by  the  As¬ 
sociation  at  the  meeting  is  provided  or  In 
Part  903  of  the  Association’s  rules  (49 
CFR  903.16), 

Issued:  March  21, 1977. 

By  direction  of  the  Chairman. 

Donald  C.  Cole, 
Secretary. 

(3-3-77  Filed  3-22-77:8:53  am] 
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AGENCY  HOLDING  THE  MEETING: 
Federal  Maritime  Commission. 

TIME  AND  DATE:  March  30.  1977— 
10:00  a.m. 
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PLACE:  Ro(nn  12126. 

STATUS:  Open. 

MATIERS  to  be  CONSIDERED; 

L  Agreement  Na  10141:  OcxveratlTe 
working  arrangement  betwe«i  John¬ 
son  line  and  K/S  Nosac  A/S  b  Co. 

2.  Agreement  No.  10156-1:  Ratemak¬ 
ing  agreement  between  Johnson  Scan- 
Star  and  the  Mediterranean/North 
Pacific  Freight  Conference 

3.  Docket  No.  75-46— UB.  Miaml- 
Caribbean/Puerto  Rico  Trades  Pos¬ 
sible  Violations  of  the  Shipping  Act 
1916,  and  the  Intercoastal  Shipping 
Act,  1933— Request  for  Settiement 

CONTACT  PERSON  FOR  MORE  IN¬ 
FORMATION: 

Jos^  C.  Polking,  Acting  Secretary, 
(202-523-5727). 

lS-a-77  PUed  8-23-77:3:28  pm) 
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AGENCY  HOLDING  THE  MEETINO: 
I^eral  Maritime  Commission. 

TIME  AND  DATE:  March  80, 1977—2:06 
PM. 

PLACE:  Room  11420. 

STATUS:  dosed.  • 

MATTERS  TO  BE  <X)NSIDERED: 

1.  Agreement  Na  0973-3;  Johnsoo 
Scanstar  Combined  Service  Agree¬ 
ment 

2.  Sea-Land  Service,  Inc. — General 
Rate  Increase  Puerto  Rican  Trade 

3.  Docket  No.  73-79 — ^Household  Goods 
Forwarders  Associatioii  of  America, 
Inc.,  et  al.  v.  American  Export  lines, 
Ino.  Sea-Land  Service,  Inc.,  and  UB. 
Lines,  Inc. 

CONTACT  PERSON  FOR  MORE  IN¬ 
FORMATION: 

Joseph  C.  Polking,  Acting  Secretary, 
(202-523-5727) . 

(8-10-77  FUed  8-23-77:8:29  pm] 


10 

AGENCY  HOLDING  THE  MEETING: 
Consumer  Product  Safety  Commission. 
TIME  AND  DATE:  Thursday,  March  SL 
1977;  9:30  ajn. 


PLACE:  3rd  Floor  Hearing  Ro(xn,  1111 

18th  St.  NW.,  Washington,  D.C. 

STATUS:  Open  to  the  public. 

MATTERS  TO  BE  CONSIDERED; 

1.  Possible  Substantial  Product  Haz¬ 
ard:  Whirlpool  Corp.,  air  conditioners. 
Before  the  Commission  for  acceptance 
is  a  corrective  action  plan  Whirlpool 
has  imdertaken  to  deal  with  a  possible 
substantial  fire  hazard  posed  by  po¬ 
tentially  defective  switches  In  certain 
air  conditioners. 

2.  Washington  State  Petition  to  Amend 
Poison  Prevention  Packaging  Act 
iPPPA).  Present  CTSC  regulations 
(effective  June  2,  1977)  require  child- 
resistant  packaging  for  drug  products 
containing  500  mg  or  more  of  iron.  In 
its  petition.  Washington  State  asks 
the  CommissloBi  to  require  such  pack¬ 
aging  for  drugs  containing  250  mg 
of  iron. 

3.  Amendment  for  Children’s  Sleep¬ 
wear  Standard  (sizes  7-14) .  Concern¬ 
ing  Catalog  Advertising.  This  draft 
Federal  Registxr  document,  if  ap¬ 
proved  by  the  Commission,  would 
amend  these  sleepwear  regulations  to 
require  sellers  of  sleepwear  manufac¬ 
tured  before  May  1975,  to  note  in  cata¬ 
logs  and  teleph(me  solicitation  that  the 
garments  do  not  comply  with  the 
sleepwear  standard.  The  amendment 
was  proposed  for  comment  in  October 
1975. 

4.  Petition  on  Racing  Sulkies  (CP  75- 
f 8).  In  this  petition.  WUllam  Krikor- 
ian,  Track-Cat  Sulky  Co.,  has  asked 
ttie  Commlssioxi  to  set  a  safety  stand¬ 
ard  for  harness-racing  sulkies,  to  elim¬ 
inate  alleged  risk  of  Inhuy  posed  by 

'  double-shaft  sulkies. 

CONTACT  PERSON  FOR  MORE  IN¬ 
FORMATION: 

Sheldon  D.  Butts,  Assistant  Secretary, 
Office  of  the  Secretary.  Suite  300, 1111- 
18th  61  NW..  Washington,  D.C.  20207. 
Telephone  (302)  634-7700. 

Dated:  March  21, 1977. 

Sadte  E.  DxnrN, 
Secretary. 

[8-13-77  Filed  8-33-77:4:04  pm] 
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NUCLEAR  REGULATORY 
COMMISSION 

MEETINGS  DURING  THE  WEEK  OF 
MARCH  28,  1977 

In  accordance  with  the  requirements 
of  the  Government  in  the  Sunshine  Act 
and  the  Commissimi’s  rules  implement¬ 
ing  the  Act,  this  notice  identifies  meet¬ 
ings  for  Monday,  March  28. 

MONDAY,  MARCH  28 

2:00  pm. — Discussion  of  the  Seabrook 
(pinion  (Closed  Meeting) . 

AUTHORITY  TO  CTiOSE:  5  U.S.C. 
552b(d)  (1)  and  5  U.S.C.  552b(c)(10) 
and  IS  9.105(a)  and  9.104(a)  (10)  of 
the  Commission’s  rules. 

The  meeting  will  Involve  discussion  of 
the  'drafting  of  an  opinion  in  a  par¬ 
ticular  case  of  formal  agency  adjudi¬ 
cation  pursuant  to  5  U.S.C.  554,  and 
will  be  a  continuation  of  the  closed 
meeting  held  on  this  subject  on  Mon¬ 
day,  March  21. 

On  March  3,  1977,  the  Commission 
unanimously  voted  to  close  meetings 
'  on  Seabnx^  for  up  to  30  days  after 
March  18,  the  date  of  the  initial  meet¬ 
ing. 

Those  persons  expected  to  be  in  attend¬ 
ance  are: 

The  Ctxnmlssioners  and  members  of 
their  personal  staffs;  Peter  L.  Strauss, 
General  Coimsel  and  members  of  his 
office;  Benjamin  Huberman,  Director 
of  Policy  Evaluation  and  members  of 
his  office;  Samuel  J.  Chilk.  Secretary 
and  members  of  his  staff.  (One  or 
more  persons  may  also  attend  to  op¬ 
erate  recording  or  transcribing  equip¬ 
ment.) 

The  meeting  will  be  held  in  the  Cennmis- 
siemer’s  Conference  Roexn,  1717  H  Street 
NW.,  Washington,  D.C.  Fhr  further  in¬ 
formation,  ccmtact  Walter  Magee,  Of¬ 
fice  of  the  Secretary,  telephone  (202) 
634-1410. 

Dated  this  21st  day  of  March,  1977  at 
Washington,  D.C. 

For  the  Commission. 

John  C.  Hoyle, 
Assistant  Secretary 
of  the  Commission. 
[8-14-77  FUed  3-33-77:9:83  am] 
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